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i. iNnramcN 

A. The Mission Of The Task Force 

1. The Problem 

On November 1, 1975, William C. Sullivan, former 

Assistant Director. Domestic Intelligence Division, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, testified before the 

Senate Select Cannittee to Study Governmental Operations 

with Respect to Intelligence Activities. He related that 

from late 1963 and continuing until the assassination of 

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., King was the target of an 

intensive campaign by the F.B.I. to neutralize him as an 

effective civil ri^its leader. Sullivan stated that in 

the war against King "No holds were barred." (Senate 

Report No. 94-755, Final Report of the Select Committee 

to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to 

Intelligence Activities, Book II, p. 11). This and other 

testimony describing tills F.B.I. counterintelligence 

campaign against King reached the public through the 

news media. As a consequence there was a regeneration of 

the widespread speculation on the possibility that the 

Bureau may have had ease responsibility in Dr. King’s 

death and may not have done an impartial and thorough 

Investigation of the assassination. 



f 

2. The Attorney General’s Directive 

(h Jtovccber 24. 1975, the Attorney General of the 

United States directed the Civil Bights Division of the 

Department of Justice to undertake a review of the files 

of the Department and its Federal Bureau of Investigation 

to determine whether the investigation of the assassination 

of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. should be reopened. Jbre 

particularly it was sought to be determined: (1) whether 

any action taken in relation to Dr. King by the FBI before 

the assassination had, or may have had, an effect, direct 

or indirect, on that event, and (2) whether any action was 

taken by the FBI which had, or may have had, any other 

•adverse effect on Dr. King. Recommendations for criminal, 

disciplinary or other appropriate action were requested. 

3. The Review up to April 26, 1976 

In the next four months, the Assistant Attorney 

General in charge of the Civil Rights Division, his 

principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General and the 

Chief of the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights 

Division, acting as a review staff, variously read portions 

of the FBI headquarters file on a person 
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who served as an adviser to Dr. King, portions of the FBI 

headquarters security file on Dr. King himself, portions 

of the FBI headquarters file on tte assassination Investi¬ 

gation, acce Department (as opposed to FBD files relating 

to Dr. King, end other Bureau docmoits including everything 

on Martin Luther King, Jr., held in the late J. Edgar Hoover's 

official, confidential and personal files. 

By a meoorandtm to the Attorney Goieral dated April 

9, 1976, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the 

Civil Rights Division sihmitted a 51 page report of die 

Chief of the Civil Rights Division's Criminal Section dated 

March 31, 1976, embodying the results of the three-man study, 

limited to the above listed files, and concentrating almost 

exclusively on the pre-assassination surveillance of, and 

counterintelligence activities against. Dr. King. 

Ihe Assistant Attorney General reconmended the 

creation of a Departmental Task Force to cccplete the 

reviev he and his team had begun. He also recommended an 

Advisory Cocmlttee of distinguished citizens to advise with 

the task force. The further review proposed included inter¬ 

rogation of material witnesses, reading all the pertinent 

field office files and reviewing all of the headquarters 

flies relating to Dr. King and possibly to other civil rights 

activists. A recommendation was made to review tapes secured 



by electronic surveillance with e view to determining 

tftiich of such materials should be and could be legally 

destroyed. The Assistant Attorney General felt that 

the FBI should assess the culpability of its ageits 

involved in the wrongdoing by the principals named in 

the report. His memorandum to the Attorney General 

concluded that probably criminal redress was time- 

barred, that civil remedies might he available to 

the King family but night also be more enbarrassing 

than helpful, and hence that consideration be given 

to a direct payment by the settlement process or by 

a private bill to conpertsate the King survivors, or 

with the survivors' concurrence, the King Foundation; 

if this last issue were left to the task force or an 

Advisory ConmLssicn, it should consider the pros and 

cans and recocnend as it sees fit. 

Ute Attorney General forwarded the Civil Rights 

Division memoranda (and concents thereon from the Deputy 

Attorney General, the Solicitor General, and fran staff 

markers and the Assistant Attorney General of the Criminal 

Division) to the Cornsel, Office of Professional Respon¬ 

sibility. The Attorney General charged the Office of 

Professional Responsibility with the work of ccnpleting 

the review begm by the Civil Rights Division. His memo- 

randun states: 
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'Tty request for the review 
involved four natters. First, whether 
the FBI investigation of the Dr. Martin . 
Luther Xing's assassination was thorough 
and honest; second, whether there was 
*iy evidence that the FBI was involved 
in the assassination of Dr. King; third. 

. in light of the first two questions. 
whether there is any new evidence which 
has come to the attention of the Depart¬ 
ment concerning the assassination of Dr. 
King which should be dealt with by the 
appropriate authorities; fourth, vhether 
the nature of the relationship between 
the Bureau and Dr. King calls for criminal 
prosecution, disciplinary proceedings, or 
other appropriate action. 

As the fourth point, I sgsin note 
that from the partial review which has 
been made, Mr. Pottinger concludes ’we 
have found that the FBI undertook a system¬ 
atic program of harassment of Martin Luther 
King, by means both legal and illegal, in 
order to discredit him and harm both him 
and the movement he led.' Assuring that 
the major statutory violations relevant 

M > Jlk V.Wte .1 #4 Va 1 O IT C P Ca a ♦—f Mk 
WUliUUC U WVULU XU U « W , V* , 

241 and Section 242, Mr. Pottinger*s memo¬ 
randum concludes that any prosecution con¬ 
templated under those acts would now be 
barred by the five-year statute of limita¬ 
tions with the possible exception which 
would exist if there were proof of a con¬ 
tinuing conspiracy. 

As to the matter of new evidence 
with respect to the assassination my under- 

« standing is that the Department has never 
closed the Martin Luther King file and 
that numerous allegations of the possible 

„ involvement of co- conspirators are prcaptly 
investigated. The thrust of the review which 
I requested, however, was to determine 
whether a new lock at what was done by the 
Bureau In investigating the assassination 
or in the relationship betv*en the Bureau 
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end Dr. King nLgit give a different 
eophasis or new clues in any way to 
the question of involvement in that 
crime. At this point in the review, 
as I read the memoranda, nothing has 
turned tp relevant on this latter 
point. 

The review is not conplete. 
Hr. Pottlnger and all those vho have 
conmented upon his memorandum recomnend 
that the review be completed. Hr. 
Pottlnger also has made other recommen¬ 
dations upon which there is some differ¬ 
ence of opinion. In ny view, It is 
essential that the review be cccpleted 
as soon as possible and In as thorough 
a manner as Is required to answer the 
basic questions. In view of that has 
already been done, and the tentative 
conclusions reached, special eephasis 
should be given to the fourth question. 
In conducting this review you should 
call upon the Department to furnish 
to you the staff you need. 

tfy conclusion as to die’ review 
conducted by the Civil Fights Division 
is that it has now shewn that this 
cooplete review is necessary, particu¬ 
larly in view of the conclusion as to 
die systematic program of harassment. 
If your review turns up matters for 
specific action, we should discuss the 
best way to proceed on each such case.” 

B. The Task Force And The Method Of Review 

The Counsel of die Office of Professional Responsi¬ 

bility selected three attorneys from the Civil Rights Division, 

Joseph F. Gross, Jr., James R. Kieckhefer and William D. White, 

one attorney from the Criminal Section of the Tax Division, 

/' 
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Janes F. Walker, and a retired attorney Fred G. Folsom, 

who is currently a consultant to the Tax Division with 

37 years of experience in Civil Rights Division (which 

Included hcmoclde cases), Criminal Division and Tax 

Division prosecutions. As the senior man the latter 

was designated to head the task force. This coccittee 

or task force began its work on May 4, 1976. The ccnmittee 

was further staffed by the addition of two research analysts, 

Ms. Hope Byrne and Mr. Geoffrey Covert, two secretaries, 

Ms. Veronica Keith and Mrs. Renee Holmes, and two clerk- 

typists, Mrs. Leroylyne Mirray and Ms. Dana Boyd. 

Consideration of a~tentative outline for an eventual 

report based on the chronology of events in the relationship 

between Dr. Martin Luther King and the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation brought the task force up against the fact 

that the field of the history before the assassination had 

just been plowed twice: once by the Civil Rights Division 

memoranda of March 31, 1976, and April 9, 1976 and once 

(among other kindred subjects) by the Senate Select Ccnmittee 

to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence 

Activities (Senate Report, No. 94-155 94th Congress, 2d 

Session, Books II and III). 

By way of contrast, however, the matter of the assas¬ 

sination of Dr. King and the ensuing investigation had been 



Judged by the Civil Rights Division’s Assistant Attorney 

General and his two assistants primarily on their famili¬ 

arity with the Department file on tte investigation as it 

had progressed since 1968. the Civil Rights Division's 

Martin Luther King, Jr., review memoranda reflected that 

a study had been made of only the first 10 sections of the 

FBI headquarters file on the assassination Investigation 

and only a random Inspection was done of some of the remain- 

ing 74 sections_ tic fsctusl discussion or sn^lysis* 

The conclusion was reached by the Civil Rights Division staff 

that "the Bureau's Investigation was comprehensive, thorough 

arid professional" (Mirphy memorandum of March 31, 1976, p. 6). 

It was determined therefore to begin the task force's study 

with a complete review of the files on the FBI’s investigation 

of the assassination. It was the consensus of the review 

team that by approaching the whole task by first examining 

the character and completeness of the murder investigation 

an answer could be made to the Attorney Geieral’ s question 

as to the Bureau's performance in that regard and also an 

answer could be indicated to his question going to the Bureau’s 

possible responsibility, if any, direct or indirect, for 

Dr. King's death. 

After the examination of the FBI's investigation of 

the murder of Dr. King, the review team proceeded to go 
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back and earpiece the Inquiry Into the Bureau’s pre- 

assassination relationship with Dr. King. Necessarily 

included again in this second stage of our review was 

the consideration of \diether the FBI was In any way 

duplicated in the murder directly or indirectly. 

Ihe task force cade a particular point of looking 

at all the material in the FBI headquarters and field 

office files on the Assassination Investigation, the so- 

called "Mnrkin File” (Mrrkin being an acronym for Murder 

of King) 1/; the Martin Luther King Security File 2/; the 

Cmrinfil-SCLC File (Cccrinfil being an acronym for Coaiunist 

Infiltration; S.C.L.C., the initials for the Southern Christian 

Leadership Conference) 3/; the file on Camunist Influence 

in Facial Matters 4/ and the advisor to King File 5/. 

The ’Hrrkin” file was solely concerned with the murder investi¬ 

gation. The other four files provided a multi-focal view 

1/ FBI HQ. 44-38861 

2/ FBI HQ. 100-106670 

3/ FBI HQ. 100-438794 

4/ FBI HQ. 100-442529 and the predecessor file 
~ 'entitled Ccrirunist Party, U.S.A. Negro Question; 

FBI HQ. 100-3-116 

5/ FBI HQ. 100-392452 



of the Bureau's intelligence and counterintelligence 

activities with respect to Dr. Martin lather King, Jr. 

The scheme of citation hereinafter used will be to 

minimize footnotes, place die source citation In die 

body of the writing, and designate headquarters files 

by "HQ" and nunber and serial and Field Office files 

by city and nuiber and serial, e.g.: (Menphis 44-1987- 

153). Exceptions to this scheme will be explained then 

made. 

The more voluminous of the pertinent files in 

addition to the FBI headquarters files and the Washington 

Field Office files were located in Memphis, Atlanta, 

Baltimore, Charlotte, Birmingham, New Orleans, Los Angeles, 

San Francisco, Kansas City, St. Louis, Praha, Chicago, 

Springfield (Ill.), Milwaukee and New York. These were 

examined in place by visits by task force personnel. The 

remaining files were xeroxed and forwarded for review in 

Washington. Pertinent newspaper clipping files maintained 

by the Department and by the Bureau and its field offices 

were scanned. 

In terms of papers examined, more than 200,000 

entries, many with numerous pages concerning both the 

murder Investigation and the security investigation were 

covered. The five attorneys sitting together originally 



and later, as the *©r5c progressed, splitting up to 

work singly or in teams together with the research 

personnel, considered separate sections of each file 

ccnpiling notes, commenting on, or reading aloud, or 

noting for reading by all of the carmittee, items of 

significance. Motes were taken, when pertinent items 

were encountered, on a serial-by-serial basis ("serials" 

being each separate document entry of one or more pages 

in the file). The resulting books of notes were then 

reviewed and used in conjunction with the original-souroe 

serials for the development of the statements of fact 

herein. In addition witness interviews were reflected 

in cantenporaneous memoranda which aided in the development 

of the facts recited. 

Selected portions of the so-called Official and 

Confidential files which had been kept in the office of 

the late J. Edgar Hoover, same sensitive files in the 

offioe of a Section Chief in the FBI Security Division, 

and the files of former Assistant Director William 

Sullivan were reviewed. So also were the pertinent 

files of the Attorneys General. The task force attorneys 

reviewed the transcripts of key intercepted telephone 

and microphone overheard conversations of Dr. King 

and his associates. These were spot checked 



for accuracy against the tapes of those surveillances. 

A canvass of other investigative agencies was made to 

determine whether their files reflected that Intelligence 

or counterintelligence requests had been made upon them 

by the FBI in relation to Dr. King -Ibis Included the 

Defense Department, the State Department, the U.S. 

Information Agency, the C.I.A., the Secret Service, the 

Postal Inspection Service, the Internal Revenue Service's 

Intelligence Division and the Treasury Department's Bureau 

of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms. The material turned up 

by these agencies was examined, albeit little of consequence 

was discovered. Relevant portions of the investigation reports 

of the Msnphis Police Department on the King unrder were 

xeroxed and studied. 

In addition to official files, the task force personnel 

considered published material from the public sector dealing 

with Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr , and his assassination. 

Included in this category were a viewing of the Columbia 

Broadcasting System *s program on the death of King in its series 

"The Assassins," a National Broadcasting Carp any "Tomorrow" 

program of April A, 1974, and perusal of books and articles 

on the Southern Christian Leadership Conference and the role 

of the FBI in relation to the nurder of Dr. King (see 

Bibliography, App. A, Ex. 6)* This lead to some valuable 
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evidentiary material - principally the oral and written 

statements of James Earl Bay - which was used to buttress 

the reconstruction of the facts of the aurder' and of the 

FBI Investigation. 

Sane 30 interviews were conducted, principally In 

the assassination phase of the task force study. They were 

helpful in supplementing the results of interviews dene 

during the rauerder Investigation. 

During the review of the Mecphis Field Office files, 

an on-site inspection of the crime scene was conducted and 

the exhibits In the office of the Clerk of the County Court 

for Shelby County, Tennessee, were examined. 



II. THE ASSASSINATION INVESTIGATION 

A. Events Surrounding April 4, 1968 

1. The Poor People’s Campaign 

Tb understand the movements of Dr. King during this 

critical period, it is necessary to briefly discuss the 

Poor People's Campaign (POCAM), originally called the 

Washington Spring Project in which he and the SCLC were involved. 

POCAM was scheduled to begin the first week of April 1968, 

and involved recruiting same 3,000 poor unemployed blacks 

frcm 16 localities in the Uhited States for the purpose of 

going to Washington, D.C., and petitioning the government to 

improve their economic status (HQ 157-8428*51). 

The plan was to cany on the Washington Monunent or 

Lincoln Memorial grounds (HQ 157-8428-132). Daring the first 

and second weeks, demands would be made of congressmen and 

heads of departments, such as the Secretary of Labor. If the 

demands were not met, nonviolent demonstrations were to be 

conducted (HQ 157-8428-109). 

Dr. King's planned travel schedule for February and 

March included trips to 9 major cities and visits to various 

points in Mississippi, Alabama, South Carolina, North Carolina 

and Virginia (HQ 157 8428-75). By mid February Dr. King had 

become discouraged with the lack of progress in recruiting and 

/ 
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training demonstrators (HQ 157-8428-206). During this low 

point in the POCAM Dr. King was pursuaded to alter his plans 

and tD go to Msiphis, Tennessee, in support of a strike involving 

the city's sanitation workers. 

2. Memphis Sanitation Worker's Strike 

On February 12, 1968, approximately 1,000 sanitation 

workers employed by the city of Memphis called a wildcat 

strike. The strikers were represented by local 1733 of the 

American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees 

who demanded exclusive recognition of the union as bargaining 

agent, setting up grievance procedures, wage improvements, 

payroll deduction of union dues, and a premotion system as well 

as a pension, hospitalization and life insurance program. 

(HQ 157-9146-X1). 

The NAACP intervened in the strike because all of 

the sanitation workers, excluding drivers, were black. A 

militant young black power group known as the Invaders was 

similarly Interested in the strike. The group consisted of 

about 15 members, mostly high school dropouts, and was a cell 

of a larger group known as Black Organizing Power (BOP) headed 

by Charles L. Cabbage and John B. Smith. The alleged purpose 

of BOP was to stimulate a sense of black identity, black pride 

and black consciousness in young blacks. 

-15- 



The strikers were also supported by a group of black 

ministers, connected with the Mettphis Interdenominational 

Ministerial Alliance, who adopted the name OCME (Gamunity on 

the hfave for Equality). It was members of this group that 

were instrumental In bringing Or. King to Memphis. On March 3, 

1968, the Reverend James M. Lawson, Jr., pastor of the 

Centenary Methodist Church, ^Menphis, and member of OQME, stated 

on a television program (WHBQ-TV) that he wanted to bring 

Dr. King (and other heads of civil rights organizations) to 

Menphis in an effort to unify the entire black cannunity 

behind the demands of the strikers (HQ 157-9146-X23). The 

intervention of these various black cccnunity organizations 

caused the city of Memphis to be concerned about the racial 

overtones of the strike and the possibility of violence 

(HQ 157-9146-XL). 

Dr. King made his first visit to Memphis in support 

of the strike on the night of March 18, 1968. On that occasion, 

in addressing an estimated crowd of 9,000 to 12,000 people at 

a rally sponsored by OCME at the Mason Tenple, he called for 

a general protest day on March 22, 1968. All blacks were asked 

not to go to work or school on that day and were urged to 

participate In a massive downtown march. Dr. King and his 

party stayed at the Lorraine Mstel, 406 Mulberry Street, on 
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the night of March 18, 1968 and left Memphis shortly before 

noon on March 19, 1968, ostensibly to go to the State of 

Mississippi in connection with the POCAM (HQ 157-9146-X39). 

The City of Memphis was virtually paralyzed by a 

16-inch snowfall on March 22, 1968, resulting in the post¬ 

ponement of the planned mass march to March 28, 1968. Dr. King 

returned to Memphis on the 28th, arriving at the airport at 

approximately 10:22a.m. By that time approximately 5,000 to 

6,000 people, about half of whan were of school age, had 

congregated at the Claybom Tenple (located at 280 Hernando St.) 

for the start of the march. According to the plan of the inarch, 

the sanitation workers were in front with the remainder of the 

people following behind. The march was to proceed north on 

Hernando to Beale Street, thence west on Beale Street to 

Main Street and north on Main Street to City Hall. 

The march got underway at approximately 11:00a.m. and 

had proceeded to Hernando and Beale before it was joined by 

Dr. King. When the front of the inarch (led by Dr. King) 

reached Main Street, teenagers and young adults at the rear 

of the inarch near Third and Beale (two blocks from the front 

of the inarch) ripped the signs off. their poles and began 

breaking store windows and looting. Mass confusion developed 

and the police moved in to quell the disturbance. The 
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disruption of the march caused Dr. King's aides to cannandeer 

an automobile, and Dr. King and his party were escorted by 

police to the Rivennont Hotel operated by Holiday Lms of 

Anerica. (HQ 157*9146-45). Dr. King left the march at 

11:15a.m. and checked into the RiVermont Hotel at 11:24a.m. 

where he stayed until torch 29, 1968. Dr. King and his party 

were scheduled to return to Atlanta on March 28, 1968, at 

9:05p.m. via Eastern Airlines and were scheduled to leave 

Atlanta the morning of March 29, 1968, for Baltimore 

(HQ 157-9146*45). Thus, remaining in Memphis on the night 

of the 28th was a change in plans. 

The city ordered a 7:00p.m. curfew and approximately 

3,500 members of the Tennessee National Guard were called out 

to end the violence. During the disturbance four blacks were 

shot, one fatally; approximately 150 fires were set; and over 

300 persons were arrested. Approximately one percent of the 

marchers engaged in looting and violence and many of these vrere 

people who were criminally inclined and who had been in previous 

trouble. The March 29, 1968, issue of the Memphis "Cccmercial 

Appeal" reported that many of the looters and window breakers 

were black power advocates and that several wore jackets of 

the "Invaders". However, other sources. Including Lieutenant 

E.H. Arkin of the Msiiphis Police Department, indicated that 
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©any high school age students had put the word "Invaders" on 

their jackets for effect and were not necessarily affiliated 

with the BOP movement (HQ 157-9146-45). The violence and 

disruption of the inarch was of great concern to Dr. King 

because of the possible effect it might have on the planned 

POCAM. Therefore, he vowed to return to Msnphis and 

demonstrate that he had not lost his effectiveness in 

leading nonviolent marches. 

tv King, together with his SQjC st^ff f returned to 

Menphis on April 3, 1968, at 10:33a.m. After a press 

conference at the airport, the group proceeded to the Lorraine 

tt>tel, arriving there at approximately 11:20a.m. At about 

12:05p.m. Dr. King left the Lorraine Motel for a meeting at 

the Centenary Methodist Church (Security and Surveillance Rept. 

of G.P. Tines, Inspector, Memphis Police Department, dated 

July 17, 1968). Dr. Kipg announced at this meeting that his 

purpose in returning to Menphis was to lead a mass march on 

April o, xyoo tny io/-yi4o-y p.o;. 

However, on April 3, 1968, United States District 

Court Judge Bailey Brown issued a temporary restraining order 

against further marches in Menphis (HQ 157-9146-9, p.l). 

Dr. King returned to the Lorraine Matel at 2:25p.m. and sometime 

that afternoon Federal Marshals served him and his aides with 
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the restraining order. (Security and Surveillance Rept. of 

G.P. Tines, Inspector, Memphis Police Department, dated 

July 17, 1968). 

At approximately 4:00p.m. Dr. King and the SCLC staff 

met with the BOP grot?) at \&ich time Charles Cabbage requested 

money to institute BOP plans to start a "liberation School" 

and a "Black Co-op". Dr. King agreed to use his influence 

to secure funds for BOP and Rev. Andrew Young agreed to help 

urlt@ up s, plan. It is bsllsvsd thsss concessions wsrs 

to BOP in order to keep than in line and prevent than from 

follcwing a violent pattern. (HQ 157-9146-9, p.9) 

On the night of April 3, 1968, Dr. King spoke to 

approximately 2,000 persons at the Mason Terple. He emphasized 

that the scheduled mass march must be held on April 8, 1968, 

to re-focus attention on the eight-week old sanitation workers 

strike. 

After the speech, Solomon Jones, Jr., serving as 

Dr. King's chauffeur drove him Karl? tn the Lorraine Motel. 

Dr. King Cold Jones to report back on Thursday morning, 

April 4, 1968, at 8:30a.m. because he had to appear in court 

in connection with a restraining order, (tfenphis 44-1987-2322 

p.51.) 



3. Dr. King's Activities on April 4. 1968 

According to Mrs. Georgia M. Davis of Louisville, 

Kentucky (FBI interview: HQ File 44-38861-2634, p.20) the, 

Rev. A.D. Willians King, (Dr. King's brother) and Mrs. Lucie 

Ward arrived in Msnphis on April 4, 1968, from Florida and 

registered at the Lorraine Motel at approximately 1:00a.m. 

Upon inquiring about Or. King, they were told that he was 

attending a strategy meeting at a church. The three then 

went to the church, but Dr. King was not there. 

Returning to the motel, Dr. King's brother, 

Mrs. Davis and Mrs. Ward carvers ed in roam 207 until they 

observed Dr. King, along with Reverends Ralph Abernathy 

and Bernard Lee, getting out of a taxicab in the motel 

courtyard at about 4:30a.m. Dr. King was invited to roan 207 

where he visited with his brother, Mrs. Davis and Mrs. Ward 

until about 5:00a.m. He then went to room 306 \rfiere he and 

Rev. Abernathy trere registered. About a half hour later 

Dr. King went to roan 201 vhere he visited with Mrs. Davis 

for approximately one hour. Afterwards he returned to roan 

306 for a strategy meeting scheduled for 8:00a.m. 

Solomon Jones, Jr., Dr. King's chauffer, returned 

to the Lorraine Motel at about 8:30a.m. to take him to court. 

/:■ 
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However, Rev. Andrew Young advised Jones that he was going to 

courx iristS3d of Ring. 'Bisrsfo-r© Jq^£$ rwjusstsd 

to remain at the motel. (HQ 44-38861-2322, p.5l). 

Et. King remained at the motel the entire day, 

returning to room 201 at about 1:30p.m. to visit Mrs. navis. 

He was later joined in roan 201 by his brother, Mrs. Ward, 

Abernathy, Lee, Young, and Attorney Chauncey Eskridge. 

The group conversed until about 5:45p.m. when Dr. King 

announced they were going to dinner at the hane of 

Rev. Billy Kyles (HQ 44-38861-2634, p.23). Btroute to 

roam 306 to dress, Dr. King saw Solomon Jones, Jr. in the 

motel courtyard and told him to start the car as they were 

preparing to go to dinner (HQ 44-38861-2322, p.52). 

*/ There is a discrepancy in the exact time Dr. King returned 
to room 306. Mrs. Davis places the time at 5:45p.m. Hcwever, 
in an FBI interview. Rev. Abernathy stated that on April 4, 
1968, he and Dr. King did not leave the motel and spent most 
of the day in roan 306. He further stated that he and Dr. King 
had been gone from their roan for approximately one hour or 
less when they returned to the room at about 5:30p.m. to get 
dressed for dinner at the hone of Rev. Billy Kyles. (HQ 44-38861 
2322, p.48). 
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At approximately 6:00p.m. Dr. King and Rev. Abernathy 

started to leave room 306. Rev. Abernathy stopped for a 

moment and Dr. King walked out onto the balcony just outside 

the door to the room (HQ 44-38861-2322, p. 46). He saw Jones 

standing beside the car on the ground level and began a 

conversation about the weather. Jones advised Dr. King 

that he should put an a topcoat as It was cool outside. 

During this conversation. Dr. King was facing west and Jones 

was facing east and looking up at Dr. King from the ground 

level. As Dr. King acknowledged Jones' concern about getting 

his topcoat, Jones heard a sound which he thought was a fire 

cracker and D:. King fell to the floor of the balcony in front 

of room 306. Jones inner, iately called for help and a number 

of Dr. King's aides, who were either in their rooms or standing 

in the courtyard, rushed to his side (HQ 44-38861-2322, p.52). —^ 

*/ Some critics of the FBI investigation have speculated that 
Solomon Jones, Jr. set Dr. King up for the assassination by 
in duly detaining him on the balcony. Nothing in the evidence 
reviewed by the task force lends any credence to such speculation. 
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4. FBI Intelligence and Local Police Activities 

a. FBI Informants. Robert G. Jensen# the Special 

Agent in Charge of the Manphis Field Office# and Joseph 

Hester, case agent for MURKEN, have unequivocally assured 

the task force that there was no electronic surveillanoe of 

Dr. King in Menphis. It was explained that Menphis was not in 

the mainstream of Dr. King’s SCLC activities (Interview 

of Special Agent Joe Hester# June 23, 1976, App.B). 

However, FBI agents did observe the sanitation worker's 

strike activities for intelligence purposes and the Menphis 

Police Department (MPD) and confidential paid infomants did 

supply information to the field office (Interview of former 

SAC Robert Jensen, July 7, 1976, App.B), 

Our investigation disclosed that there were five paid 

confidential informants providing intelligence regarding the 

racial situation to the Menphis Field Office on a continuing 

basis. The intelligence coverage provided by these individuals 

related to the activities of the Nation of Islam, Black Students 

Association of MSU, Students for a Democratic Society, Black 

Organizing Power, Black United Front, Afro-American Brother¬ 

hood, Invaders and the sanitation workers strike. There is 
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no evidence that the activities of these informants related 

directly to Dr. King. Moreover, there is no evidence 

that would suggest that these informants were connected in 

any way with the assassination of Dr. King. (HQ 134-11867; 

170-1841; 170-1922; 170-2530 and 137-4885.) 

b. MPD Infiltration of the Invaders. In addition 

to the paid FBI informants, an officer of the MPD Infiltrated 

the Invaders in an undercover operation. The officer who was 

later exposed and is no longer with the MPD, was interviewed 

by the task force. The vndercover assignment began in 

February of 1968 for the specific purpose of infiltrating 

the Invaders who became active about the same time of the 

sanitation workers strike. According to the officer the 

MPD was primarily interested in the Invaders, not Dr. King, 

because the MFD was concerned about what they might do. The 

police officer was, in fact,, accepted as a member of the 

Invaders and participated in their activities. On the 

evening of April 4, 1968, when Dr. King was shot, the informant 

had been on a shopping trip with Reverend James Bevel and 

Reverend James Orange. The informant said he returned 

to the Lorraine Motel at approximately 5:00p.m. and was 

standing In the motel courtyard at the time Dr. King was 

shot. He is positive that the shot that killed Dr. King 



came from Che rear of Che buildings which front on South 

Main Street. 

c. MFD Surveillance Detail and Removal of Detective 

Redditt from Duty. —^ From the time of Dr. King’s return 

to Merrphis on April 3, 1968, until the time of his 

assassination, he was under physical surveillance by the 

MPD. Upon learning of Dr. King's flight schedule, Inspector 

G.F. Tines of the MH) Ihspectional Bureau instructed two 

black plainclothes officers. Detective Edward E. Redditt and 

Patrolman Willie B. Richmond, to go to the airport to observe 

the arrival of Dr. King and to keep him under continuous 

surveillance In order to see with whom he came in contact. 

According to Inspector Tines, the surveillance was ordered 

because Dr. King was a controversial figure and had met with 

local black militants on his prior visit to Menphis. While 

at the airport a Mrs. Thomas Matthews pointed her finger at 

Redditt and told him that she was going to get him. (Report 

of G.P. Tines, July 17, 1968, Re: Security and Surveillance 

of Dr. King, App. B.) 

*/ The removal of Redditt from duty was cited as one of the 
oases for the House Select Cccrnittee to investigate the 
assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr. 

-26- 



In addition to the surveillance detail. Assistant 

Chief of Police W.P. Huston ordered a detail of four men, 

connanded by Inspector Don H. Snith, to gp to the airport 

for the purpose of providing security for Dr. King. While 

waiting for Dr. King to arrive, Mrs. Thomas Matthews 

advised Lieutenant George K. Davis that she had come to the 

airport to pick up Dr. King and that no one had asked for 

police to be assigned to him. Inspector Smith also asked 

Reverend James Lawson where they were going vtfien they left 

the airport and he replied: "We have not fully made up our 

minds.” Nevertheless, when Dr. King and his party left the 

airport. Inspector Smith and his men followed them to the 

Lorraine Motel, arriving there at approximately 11:20a.m. 

With the assistance of Inspector J.S. Gaglian and two other 

officers. Inspector Smith and his men secured the entrances 

to the motel. 

Dr. King and his party left the Lorraine Motel at 

approximately 12:05p.m. and were followed by the security 

detail to the Centenary Methodist Church where a meeting 

was held. The detail secured the front and rear entrances 

of the Church until approximately 2:15p.m. when Dr. King and 

his group returned to the motel. The security detail then 

returned to the motel area and resmed their positions until 

they were ordered to headquarters by Chief J.C. Macdonald 



at approximately 5:05p.m. Inspector G.P. TineS stated in 

his report that he was not conferred with and has no idea 

tfty the security detail was removed from Dr. King after 

5:05p.m. Former Chief Macdonald has no present recollection 

of the security detail (Interview of James C. Macdonald, 

former Chief MPD, December 22, 1976, App. B.) The seojrity 

detail was not resuned on April 4, 1968, (Reports of 

Inspectors Don H. Smith and J.S. Gagllano as incorporated 

in Report of Inspector G.P. Tines, supra.) 

As a separate activity frcm the security detail. 

Detective Redditt and Patrolman Richmond went to the airport 

on April 3rd and observed Dr. King's arrival. When Dr. King 

left the airport they followed him to the Lorraine Motel 

and learned that he was registered in roan 306. Redditt 

telephoned headquarters and informed Inspector Tines vdiere 

Dr. King was staying. At approximately 12:05p.m. Redditt 

and Richmond followed Dr. King and his party to the 

Centenary Methodist Church where a closed meeting of 

approximately 30 black ministers was scheduled. Redditt 

again called headquarters and advised his superiors of his 

location. Redditt was Instructed to leave Richmond at the 

church and for him to return to the area of the Lorraine 

Motel for the purpose of finding a suitable place where 

close surveillance could be kept on the motel, Richmond 

remained at the Centenary Methodist Church until the 

/ 
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meeting was over at approximately 2:15p.m. Richnond then 

vent to Claybom Terple where he thought Dr. King would 

address the sanitation workers prior to a scheduled 3:00p.m. 

march. However, Dr. King did not make an appearance there. 

Richmond telephoned headquarters at about 3:30p.m. and was 

advised that Dr. King had returned to the motel and that 

Redditt had set up a surveillance post at Fire Station No. 2, 

located at South Main and Butler streets. Richnond 

imnediately left Claybom Temple and joined Redditt at the 

fire station. (Interview of Patrolman W.B. Richmond, 

April 9, 1968, MPD Statements, State v. James Earl Ray 

p. 1444). 

The rear of Fire Station No. 2 overlooks the Lorraine 

Motel and provided an excellent vantage point where Redditt 

and Richnond could observe Dr. King and his associates as 

they entered and left the motel. On April 3, 1968, Redditt 

and Richnond remained at their observation post until 6:35p.m. 

at which time they were relieved by Lieutenant E.H. Arkin 

and Lieutenant J.V. Papia of the MPD Internal Security Bureau. 

(Statement of Edward E. Redditt, April 10, 1968, MPD Statements, 

State vs. Janes Earl Ray p. 1453). 

After leaving their observation post, Redditt and 

Richmond went to the Mason Terple where Dr. King was 
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scheduled to address a mass meeting. Shortly after they 

arrived at the teiple, Redditt was approached by Reverend 

Malcanb D. Blackburn and told that the word was 6ut that 

ic waa w vu 
T 

spying with binoculars. Reverend Blackburn also advised 

Richmond that the temple was the wrong place for him 

because the tension was too high- Fearing they would be 

exposed, Redditt and Richmond left the meeting at approximately 

8:50p.m. (Report of Inspector G.P. Tines.) 

Redditt and Richmond resuued their surveillance 

of the Lorraine Motel from Fire Station No. 2 on April 4, 

1968, at 10:30a.m. At approximately 12:50p.m. Redditt 

a 1 f * * urn a t.4v^ 
itwtivtu a. UU.GOLUUllg WOXA. Jt-4. VA4I 0> 401X14S WW 

stated that he was doing the black people wrong, and they 

were going to do him wrong. (Interview of Edward E. Redditt, 

April 10. 1968.) 

At approximately 4:00p.m., Redditt was ordered by 

telephone to leave the fire station and report to headquarters 

where he was advised that threats had been made on his life. 

He was, therefore, ordered to move his family into a motel 

under an assented name by Frank Holloman, former Director 

UaI Aaa 
V4 A W^i.WW SUIU A A. A « , a i I Tonn rtf P*-^r»V 

Holloman, Septanber 15, 1976, App. B.) Redditt was taken 
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home in a squad car, but refused to move his family because 

of a sick relative. At about the time the squad car arrived 

in front of Redditt’s residence, it was announced'on the 

radio that Dr. King had been shot. After a couple of days, 

Redditt did not hear any more about the threat on his life. 

(Interview of Edward E. Redditt, July 8, 1976, App. B.) 

In our efforts to trace the source of the threat, we 

have found that Philip R. Manuel, an investigator with the 

Senate Investigating Cotrmittee, chaired by Senator McClellan 

was in Menphis on April 4, 1968. While at the MPD Manuel 

advised them based on a telephone call to his office in 

Washington, that the Senate Cocmittee Staff had information 

from an informant in Mississippi that the Mississippi 

Freedom Democratic Party had made plans to kill a ’’Negro 

lieutenant" in Memphis. Manuel left Memphis on a 5:50p.m. 

flight to Washington and the next day (April 5, 1968) he 

telephoned the MPD and advised them that the threat was on 

the life of a "Negro lieutenant" in Knoxville rather than 

Memphis. (Report of Inspector G.P. Tines, July 17, 1968, 

supra.) 

Philip R. Manuel neither has a present recollection 

of providing die information regarding the threat to the MPD, 

nor does he have a memorandum of the event. However, he 
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confirmed chat he was in Memphis and visited the MPD at 

the time stated and that his office did have a Mississippi 

source. Moreover, he said the events sounded familar and 

he believed the MPD records were correct. (Interview of 

Philip R. tenuel, September 28, 1976, App. B.) 

Although Redditt was relieved fran duty at Fire 

Station No. 2, Richmond remained there and continued to 

observe who entered and left the motel. At approximately 

6:00p.m. Richmond saw Dr. King leave his roan and walk 

to the handrail on the balcony. The Reverend Billy Kyles 

was standing off to Dr. King's right. An Instant later 

Richmond heard a loud sound similar to a shot and saw 

Dr. King fall back from the handrail and put his hand up 

to his head. At approximately 6:01p.m. Richmond telephoned 

headquarters and reported that Dr. King had been shot. 

He was instructed to remain at the fire station. Richmond 

then yelled to members of a MPD tactical squad (which had 

stopped at the station a few moments earlier) that he 

believed Dr. King had been shot. He then ran to the front 

of the fire station and looked north and south on South Main 

Street, but did not see anyone running or walking, except 

the men in the tactical squad who left the fire station 

running in different directions. Shortly thereafter, 
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Captain J.G. Ray arrived at the fire station and instructed 

Richmond to go to headquarters and make a detailed report 

of what he had seen. (Interview of Patrolman W.B. Richnond, 

April 9, 1968, supra.) 

d. Details of TWo Black Firemen from Fire Station 

No. 2*1 As of April 3, 1968, Norvell E. Wallace and Floyd E. 

Newsun were the only black firemen assigned to Fire Station 

No. 2 of the Mmphis Fire Department (MFD). Wallace was 

working the night shift on April 3rd and Newsun was scheduled 

to report for the day shift on April 4th. Both of these 

individuals actively supported the sanitation workers strike, 

attending their rallies and making financial contributions. 

In our interview of Wallace (Interview July 8, 1976 

App. B.) he stated that at about 10:00 or 10:30 on the night 

of April 3rd his captain told him that a call had cane in 

requesting that a man be detailed to Fire Station No. 33. 

He was immediately detailed to No. 33 although it was raining 

and he was preparing to go to bed. Wallace further stated 

that vhile Fire Station No. 33 was understaffed as a whole, 

there was no shortage of personnel for the puip truck on which 

he worked. Otherwise, he does not know why he was detailed. 

*/ The details of the black firemen from Fire Station No. 2 Is 
a second reason cited as a basis for the House Select Gocrnittee 
to investigate the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr. 
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Also, on Che night of April 3rd Firenaxr Newsun, in 

a wholly personal capacity, attended a rally at the Mason 

Temple where Dr. King made his last speech. When he returned 

home (about 10:30p.m.) there was a message for him to call 

Lt. J. Smith at the fire department. When he called, 

Lt. J. Smith ordered him to report to Fire Station No. 31 

on the morning of April 4th rather than Fire Station No. 2. 

Newsun claims that Fire Station No. 31 was overstrength at 

the time and his detail made his carpany short. Moreover, 

he says he never has received a satisfactory explanation 

vfoy he was detailed. However, he did say that Lt. Barnett 

at one time told him he was detailed at the request of the 

police. (Interview of Floyd £. Newsun, July 8, 1976, 

App. B.) 

Interviews of past and present members of the MFD have 

failed to disclose the individual who initiated the order or 

the reason for detailing Wallace and Newsun. According to 

former Lt. Jack Sknith, he received a telephone call between 

3:00p.m. and 5:00p.m. on April 3, 1968, from either Captain 

James T. Baity or former Assistant Chief Arthur J. Rivalto 

in the personnel department specifically requesting that 

Newsun be detailed. No reason was given for the detail. 

Snith said he Immediately called Newsun, but Newsun was not 
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home. Therefore, Smith left a message for Newsun to call 

the fire station. Newsun called about 10:30p.m. and Smith 

advised him of the detail (Interview of Jack Smith, dated 

September 27, 1976). 

Wallace's ccomanding officer, then Captain R.T. 

Johnson, likewise stated that he received a telephone 

call fran someone in the personnel department requesting 

him to detail Wallace. However, Johnson has no present 

recollection of who the individual was that made the 

request. (Interview of R.T. Johnson, Deputy Chief, Memphis 

Fire Department, December 21, 1976, App. B.) 

Neither Captain Baity nor former Assistant Chief 

Rival to has any present recollection of the detail of 

Wallace or Newsun. Captain Baity indicated that any 

district chief could have ordered the men moved (Interview 

of James T. Baity, September 27, 1976, App. B). Also, 

former Assistant Chief Rival to said the fire department 

shifted people around all the time when a company became 

understrength because of sickness, etc. (Interview of 
0 

Arthur J. Rival to, September 27, 1976, App. B). 

Similarly, the former Chief of the MFD, Edward A. 

Hamilton, has no recollection of the details. He speculated 

that the men could have been detailed for a "fill in" to 

bring a cccpany up to strength (Interview of Edward A. 

Hamilton, September 27, 1976, App. B). 
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The MFD Screnth Report-Firefighting Personnel for 

Shift "A", Battalions One and Eight, dated April 3, 1968 

(attached to Reinterview of Janes R. Boatwright. October 20. 

1976, App. B) show that Wallace's Company No. 2 at Fire 

Station No. 2 was operating at mininun strength (five men) 

after he was detailed; whereas Company No. 33 to which he 

was detailed operated at one over the minlnun strength 

(four men) after the detail. Likewise, the Strength Report 

for Shift "B" for Battalions One and Two, dated April 4, 

1968 (Also attached to the Boatwright interview of October 20, 

1976) show that Newsun's Company No. 55 at Fire Station No. 2 

was operating at mininun strength (five men) after the detail, 

but Company 31 to which he was detailed operated at one over 

the mininun strength (four men) after the detail. 

However, former Deputy Chief James 0. Barnett stated 

that the people on the security detail operating out of 

the fire station probably felt better without Wallace and 

Newsun around (Interview of James 0. Barnett, September 27, 

1976.) On the other hand. Assistant Chief James R. Boatwright 

explained that they were having a very tense situation at 

the time; that a umber of threatening calls had been 

received at Fire Station No. 2; and that the consensus of 

opinion was that Wallace and Newsun were detailed for their 

own protection, since they were the only black firemen assigned 

to that station (Interview of James R. Boatwright, September 23. 

1976). 
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In this connection MFD Patrolman Willie B. Richmond 

and former Detective Edward E. Redditt, who conducted the 

surveillance of Dr. King and his associates from the fire 

station, were recontacted and specifically asked whether 

they had requested that Wallace and Newsun be detailed. 

Both Richmond and Redditt denied that they made such a 

request or had knowledge of any one else in the police 

department making such a request (Reinterviews of Richmond 

and Redditt, Septenber 28, 1976, App. B). 

Our investigation has not disclosed any evidence 

that the detail of Wallace and Newsun was in any way 

connected with the assassination of Dr. King. However, 

the cirojnstances surrounding the details strongly suggest 

that both men were detailed because they supported the 

sanitation workers and were considered to be a threat to 

the security of the surveillance of Dr. King conducted from 

the fire station by Patrolman Richmond and Detective Redditt. 

e. MPD Tactical Uhits- Their Deployment and 

Activities on the Evening of April 4, 1968. When the sanitation 

workers of Menphis began their strike in February of 1968, the 

MPD either organized or beefed up various tactical units. 

Generally, each of these units consisted of 12 law enforcement 

officers frcm the MPD and the Shelby County Sheriff's Department. 
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These units were organized for the purpose of avoiding riots 

vhich other cities, such as Detroit, had experienced (Interview 

of Frank Ho Honan, former Director of Fire and Police for the 

City of Menphis, Septmber 15, 1976, App. B). Documents 

obtained from the State’s Attorney General (Item 9 from MPD 

Miscellaneous Records) shew that on the evening of April 4, 

1968, at the time Dr. King was shot, there were nine tactical 

units in service at various locations as follows: 

Tact Ihit Mo. Street locations 

6 Thomas and North Parkway 

8 Jackson and Watkins 

99 Chelsea and Watkins 

10 Main and Butler 

11 Georgia and Orleans 

12 Trigg and Latham 

13 Bellevue and Effie 

17 Union and Bellevue 

18 Fourth and Gayos 

In addition to the tactical units, the do aments 

obtained from the State's Attorney General show that there 

were ten regular police cars (with 3 to 4 men per car) in 

the general area of the Lorraine Motel. These cars were 

at the following locations at the time Dr. King was shot: 
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Car No. Street Locations 

224 Main and Beale 

228 Third and Poplar 

232 Fourth and Butler 

230 Union and Front 

236 Third and Belz 

245 Second and Gayoso 

247 Cnnp and Barton 

365 larmar and Bellevue 

367 Poplar and Cleveland 

369 Linden and East 

The map (Fart of Item 9 frcm MFD Miscellaneous 

Records, see App. A, Ex. 1) shows that Tact IJhits 10 and 18 

were within a radius of one mile of die crime scene (200 

block of Mulberry Street) at the time of the shooting; and 

Tact Uhits 6,11 and 12 were within a radius of two miles 

of the scene. Tact Uiits 7,14,15 and 16 were located outside 

die boundaries of the map and are not shown. Cars number 

224,230,232,245 and 247 were within a radius of one mile of 

the scene and cars number 228 and 369 were within a radius 

of two miles. However, cars nuribei 236,365 and 367 were 

outside the boundaries of the map. 

Particular ecphasis is given to Tact Unit 10 and 

the activities of Its mm, as this unit was located at 

Fire Station No. 2 (S. Main and Butler) at the time of the 
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shooting. Ch the afternoon of April 4, 1968, Tact Uhit 10, 

consisting of three cars and 12 men stopped at Fire Station 

No. 2 for a rest break at approximately 5:$0p.m. The unit 

was ccnmanded by Lt. Judson E. Ghormley of the Shelby County 

Sheriff's Department. The other ambers of the unit included 

Deputies W.A. DuFour, W.J. Berry, Vernon Dollahite, R.N. Baker 

and Ronald Kaley of the sheriff's department; and Patrolmen 

Carroll Dunn, William Gross, Jason Morris, Barney Wright, 

fiimett Douglass and Tbrrance Landers of the MPD. 

Interviews of the above named men indicate that when 

the unit arrived at the fire station, the cars were parked 

on the north side of the fire station entrance with the lead 

car actually obstructing the sidewalk. The second car was 

parked directly behind the lead car and the third car was 

double parked alongside these two cars. (MPD Statements, 

State v. James Earl Ray, DuFour p.1449; Berry p.1450; 

(hormley pp.1451 and 1532; Dollahite pp.1455 and 1505; 

Dunn p. 1457; Gross p.1460; Harris p.1463; Wright p.1466; 

Baker p.1468; Douglass p.1469; Landers p.1471 and Haley 

p.1480.) 

While Patrolman Douglass remained with the lead car 

to monitor die radio, all of the other men went into the fire 

station to take a break. When the shot was fired that killed 

Dr. King (at approximately 6:01p.m.), these men were at various 
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locations in the fire station drinking coffee, making telephone 

calls, etc. Patrolman Richnond, who was manning the surveillance 

post in the rear of the station, yelled throughout the station 

that Dr. King had been shot. The members of the tact unit, 

some of than had heard the shot, all ran out the north side 

of tiie fire station and then east toward the rear of the fire 

station and the Lorraine Motel. (See diagram of crime scene, 

App. A. Ex. 2). 

Patrolman Douglass, who had remained in the lead car 

to monitor the radio, heard the shot when it was fired. He 

immediately got out of the car and ran toward the rear of the 

fire station with the ether men. After Patrolman Douglass 

realized what had happened, he returned to the lead car, along 

with Patrolman Wright, and radioed the dispatcher that Dr. King 

had been shot. Douglass and Wright then drove the lead car 

south on S. Main to E. Butler, east on E. Butler to Mulberry 

and north on Mulberry to the entrance of the Lorraine Motel. 

Douglass and Wright later drove the car, accompanied by one 

or two other unidentified officers, north on Mulberry to 

Ruling, west on Huling to S. Main and south on S. Main to the 

front of the buildings located just north of the fire station. */ 

*/ There are conflicts in the statements of Douglass, Wright 
aid Ghormley. Douglass stated that Ghozmley and other unidentified 
officers got in the car with him at the fire station and they drove 
to the Lorraine Motel. According to Wright's version, he and 
Douglass left the fire station together and picked up one or tw 
other unidentified officers at the Lorraine Motel. On the other 
hand, Ghormley claims he turned around at the concrete wall at the 
rear of the fire station and ran to the front of the station and 
then north on S. Main Street. 
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The other men in the tact unit continued to the rear 

of the fire station to a concrete retaining wall abutting 

Mulberry Street. DuFour, Dollahite, hbrris, Baker, landers, 

Maley and Dunn climbed dowi the concrete wall and ran across 

Milberry Street to the Lorraine Motel. DuFour and Morris ran 

up the stairs to die balcony where Dr. King's body lay. 

The people there said the shot had cane fran a red brick 

building north of the fire station on S. Main Street. While 

DuFour remained with Dr. King's body until the ambulance came, 

Morris ran north on Mulberry to Ruling and west on Ruling to 

the north side of the luildings facing S. Main Street. Another 

officer (probably Maley or Dunn) was already at that point, 

and Morris stopped there to assist him in securing that area. 

Baker ran to the Motel balcony where DuFour was standing 

beside Dr. King's body. He then ran back to Milberry St. and 

ran north for a distance to an alley. Baker ran into the 

alley looking for anything suspicious. He noticed that 

other members of the tact unit were securing a building 

(probably the building with its north end on Ruling). 

Therefore, Baker went to the comer of Milberry and E. Butler 

and took up a position there. 

After landers learned the direction the shot came 

from, he found a 55-gallon drun and climbed back the 

concrete retaining wall on Mulberry St. Into the lot on 



which Che building where the shot was fired is located. Landers 

observed that the bathroom window was partially opened and 

he saw an elderly white male cane up to the window and look out . 

He ordered him to get back fran the window. landers also saw 

an elderly white female looking out a window directly south 

of the bathroom window. He ordered her to get away fran the 

window. Landers also checked the tushes on the lot for 

evidence and checked the entire area for footprints. After 

other officers arrived, Landers and another MPD officer 

climbed onto the roof of a one story building which backs 

up to Mulberry St. This building runs along the north side 

of the building vhence the shot was fired. Finding nothing 

on the roof, they came dewr. and started up an alley leading 

to a basement. About 10 feet up the alley they found tv© 

fresh footprints in the mud. Landers guarded these footprints 

until homicide detectives arrived on the scene. Subsequently, 
♦ 

a plaster case was made of each footprint , However, the 

footprints were never positively identified by either the 

MFD or the FBI. 

Upon learning where the shot was fired from, Dollahite 

and Maley ran out of the motel courtyard, turned north on 

Milberry to Huling and west on Huling toward S. Main. Maley 

8topped in the center of the block and began guarding the 
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north end of the building. However, Dollahite continued running 

(with gun drawn) to S. Main and turned south on S. Main. 

Dollahite noticed a lumber of patrons in Jin's Grill at 418 

S. Main. He ran into the cafe and ordered everyone to remain 

seated and not to leave. Dollahite then stopped momentarily 

at Canipe's Amsenent Company located at 424 S. Main where 

he observed a green bed spread lying in the doorway partially 

covering a blue suitcase and a box containing a rifle. As he 

continued down S. Main a short distance near a fenced-in 

parking area, Dollahite observed Lt. Ghormley and another 

officer corning north on S. Main. Dollahite turned around 

at that point and walked back to Canipe's store ahead of 

Lt. Ghormley and then crossed the street for the purpose of 

securing the front of the building. After he took up his 

position, Douglass and Wright drove up in the lead car. 

Ocher officers who did not climb down the retaining 

wall at the rear of the fire station and run to the motel 

are Ghormley, Gross and Berry. After running to the 

retaining wall and observing the people pointing to the 

building on S. Main St., Berry came back to the fire station 

entrance, jumped in a cruiser and drove north on S. Main to 

the first intersection at Ruling viiere he stopped the car 

in the street and secured that area. 
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Ghormley and Gross also returned to the front of 

the fire station after first running to the retaining wall. 

They both turned north on S. Main and ran toward Ruling. 

Ghormley stopped at Canipe's Amsenent Go. vfrtere he observed 

tAiat appeared to be a blanket partially covering a blue 

suitcase and a Browning rifle box with about a foot of the 

barrel of a rifle exposed. 

The apparent discrepancies in the statements of 

Ghormley and Dollahite can be accounted for only by the 

mass confusion which mist have occurred immediately after 

the shooting- However, it appears that Dollahite first 

observed the bundle wi-le running south on S. Main with 

his gun drawn. But, h* continued past Canipe’s Anusement 

Cccpany and after he saw Ghormley and the other officer 

casing north he turned around and took up a position on the 

opposite side of the street from Canipe’s. 

Guy H. Canipe, the owner of Canipe’s Amisement Go., 

informed Ghormley that a white male had just dropped the 

bundle in front of his door a minute or two earlier and had 

run south on S. Main. Ghormley radioed this information to 

headquarters and stood guard over the articles. Shortly there¬ 

after, Canipe told Ghormley that a white Mrs tang automobile 

had left the area at a high rate of speed after the bundle was 

dropped. Ghormley also radioed this information to headquarters. 



According to Che transcript of the MPD radio tapes 

(MPD James Earl Fay Supplements, Attorney General*• copy. 

Supplement 79, p.1714) Tact Ihit 10 advised the dispatcher 

that Dr. King had been shot at the Lorraine Motel at 6:03p.m. 

By 6:06p.m., the dispatcher had ordered a circle formed 

around the Lorraine Motel and the buildings west of the 

motel on S. Main. Moreover, patrol cars and other Tact 

Ihits had begun to arrive on the scene. At 6:07p.m. Tact 

Ihit 10 advised the dispatcher that the weapon was in front 

of 424 S. Main and that the subject ran south on S. Main. . 

At 6:08p.m. the subject was described as a well-dressed,young, 

white male. At 6:10p.m. the dispatcher relayed information 

from Tact Ihit 10, that the subject had left the area in a 

late model white Mis tang. 

The men in the Tact Ihits and patrol cars kept the 

area sealed off, directed traffic, and checked out suspicious 

individuals while detectives frcm the Homicide Squad investi¬ 

gated the scene. Inspector Nevelyn E. Zachary of the MPD 

Homicide Squad arrived at the Lorraine Motel at approximately 

6:15p.m., and by 6:30p.m. he had taken custody of the bundle 

of articles found In the doorway of Canipe's Amusement. 

Zachary turned the bundle, except for a tee shirt and pair 

of shorts, over to the FBI at about 9:30 or 10:00p.m. The 

tee shirt and shorts were also turned over to the FBI after 

the laundry narks were checked with local laundries (Interview 

of former Inspector Nevelyn E. Zachary, September 15, 1976, 



\ 

B. The FBI Investigation Of The Assassination 

1. The Department of Justice Response and'FBI 
Performance 

a. The Murder. At approximately 6:00 p.m. on 

April 4, 1968, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., was standing 

on the balcony outside of his roan at the Lorraine Motel 

In Menphis, Tennessee. Moments later, Dr. King was shot 

by a high power rifle and then rushed to St. Joseph's 

Hospital. At 7:05 p.m. he was pronounced dead. The 

cause of death was a bullet wound vfoich tore the major 

neck blood vessels and severed the spinal cord at the 

root of the neck (Memphis 44-1987 Sub sec. 1-13, and see 

autopsy report, App. A Ex. 3). 

b. Top Priority Investigation Ordered. The Memphis 

Police Department was immediately aware of the King assault 

and promptly notified the FBI Menphis Field Office headed by 

SAC Robert G. Jensen. SAC Jensen telephonically relayed the 

information to Washington vfoere Director Hoover and Attorney 

General Clack were informed. The Menphis Field Office was 

directed on the evening of April 4, 1968 to iunediately conduct 

a full investigation of the matter as a possible violation 

of 18 U.S.C. 241, the civil rights conspiracy statute (HQ 44- 

38861-109). 
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This directive soon became national in scope with 

SAC's in all FBI Field Offices being ordered by teletype 

on April 7, 1968, to participate and conduct a top priority 

investigation under their personal supervision. This meant 

all leads t«re to be afforded immediate, thorough and 

imaginative attention and all possibilities from such leads 

exhausted. Also, 24 hours was set as the period after receipt 

of a lead within tAiich the investigation and reporting must 

be cccpleted. All SAC's were to bear personal responsibility 

for any failure to handle the investigation (HQ 44-38861-153). 

c. Progress of the Investigation. The breadth of 

this top priority investigation is repeatedly evidenced in 

the Murkin files. All informant sources - racial, security 

and criminal - were immediately alerted and contacted for 

information. The KKK and other hate groups as well as 

individuals known to have violent proclivities were checked. 

The files were checked for prior threats against Martin Luther 

King, Jr. (HQ 44-38861-2649). Name checks were continuously 

being maHp on Selective Service records, city and telephone 

directories, drivers license bureaus, motor vehicle divisions, 

financial institutions, credit records, criminal and civil 

records, marriage licenses, public utility rolls, unions, 

cannon carrier passenger lists and more (e.g. HQ 44-38361-233). 

(1) Bessie Brewer's Rooming House. Key information 

was developed early at Bessie Brewer's Booming Haase whence 
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the shot was fired. Bessie Brewer, Charles A. Stephens 

and William C. Anchutz were interviewed and a physical 

description of a suspect was obtained. 

Bessie Brewer, resident manager of the rooming house, 

explained that a "John Willard" registered with her April 4, 

between 3:00 p.m. and 3:30 p.m. He was first directed to 

Roan 8, but rejected it because it had a stove and refrig' 

era tor. Instead, he asked for a sleeping room only and 

accepted Room 5-B in the rear of the hostelry. This roan 

provided a window with a view of Dr. King's roam at the 

Lorraine Motel. Mrs. Brewer described the new tenant as 

a white male approximately 35 years of age, 5'11" to 6' tall, 

weighing 180 pounds with a median build and presenting a neat 

clean appearance (Menphis 44-1987 Sub Sec. 1-15). 

Stephens, who was in his room on the afternoon of 

April 4, remembers hearing footsteps between Room 5-B 

and the bathroom. He also resnenbers the bathroom being 

occupied for considerable periods of time - 20 to 30 minutes 

without water running or the toilet being flushed except for 

the last visit. This last visit ended when he heard what 

he is certain was a gun shot. Interrupted by the shot, 

Stephens opened his door to the hallway to see a man running 

down the hallway carrying a large wrapped bundle. As this 

man ran dcwn the hall in the direction of Anchutz, Stephens 
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recalls believing that he had seen this person earlier 

that afternoon with Mrs. Brewer. Stephens described him 

as a \rtiite male of average build, in his 30's, 5* 10" to 11" 

tall, weighing 165 pounds and wearing a dark suit presenting 

a neat clean appearance (Memphis 44-1987 Sub A sec. 1). 

Like Stephens, Anchutz was a resident of the rooming 

house and in his room at the time of the shooting. Also 

like Stephens, Anchutz occupied a room adjacent to "John 

Willard." He recalls watching television in his roan that 

afternoon \&en he heard a gin shot. Immediately, he went 

to the door and as he opened it saw a man running toward him. 

This man covered his face as he ran and carried a blanket 

wrapped bundle. Anchutz addressed the man, saying: "I 

thought I heard a shot." The man responded: "Yeh, it was a 

shot." Anchutz described the man as 6* tall with a slim 

build and in his 30's (Meaphis 44-1987 Sub A sec. 1). 

(2) Canipe Amisement Company. The Canipe Amusement 

Company is located at 424 South Main Street and is just a 

short distance from Bessie Brewer's Rooming House at 422% 

South Main Street. In the recessed entrance to Canipe Cocpany 

a blanket wrapped bundle (presumably the bundle Stephens 

and Anchutz saw) containing valuable pieces of physical 

evidence was recovered shortly after the shooting. 
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The store owner. Gay V. Canipe, and two customers, 

Bemell Finley and Julius L. Graham, were in the store at the 

time of the assassination. Each was interviewed by the 

FBI and described hearing a "thud" which drew their attention, 

and as they looked to see that had happened, they observed 

the blanket wrapped bundle in the entrance. At the same 

time, they saw a man dressed in a dark suit walking rapidly 

south on the sidewalk away from the bundle. A few moments 

later, they said, a white compact automobile - possibly a 

Mustang - proceeded north on South Main Street at a high 

rate of speed. The male was described as white, approximately 

30 years of age with a median build, 5*10" to 6* tall and 

weighing 160 to 180 pounds. (Memphis 44-1987 Sub A sec 1). 

The bundle, after being discovered at Canipe's doorway 

by a member of a Memphis Police Department Tactical Squad, 

first came into the custody of Inspector Zachary of the 

Memphis Police Department's Homicide Bureau. Later in the 

evening of April 4, 1968, between 9:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m., 

Inspector Zachary delivered the bundle to SAC Jensen who 

immediately had it flown by agent courier to Washington for 

laboratory examination (Memphis 44-1987-610). The bundle 

contained a Model 760 Remington Gamemaster rifle, 30-06 

Springfield caliber, and a blue zipper bag. The bag contained 

various toilet articles along with a pair of men's underwear 



with laundry tags, a pair of binoculars, two cans of 

beer, and a paper bag bearing an advertisement for York 

Arms Company, Mecphis, Tennessee, with a York Arms Company 

cash sales receipt dated April 4, 1968 (Mecphis 44-1987 

Scb A sec 1). 

(3) Information and Physical Evidence tracked. The 

investigation continued with emphasis on tracing all physical 

evidence and information received. To this end a search 

of all Mecphis area hotels and motels was initiated for 

the source of die blanket and bar of soap found in the blue 

zipper bag. Also, registrations at area inns were examined 

for the urikncwn suspect who fled the nooning house and who 

might be driving a white coup act automobile. At the same 

time, the rifle, scope, binoculars, cans of beer, laundry 

tags and other items were tracked (HQ 44-38861-139). 

The rifle and scope were quickly traced to the Aero 

Marine Supply Ccnpary in Birmingham, Alabama. The rifle 

was sold to a 'Harvey lowmyer" March 30, 1968. The scope, 

along with a second rifle, was purchased March 29, 1968, 

but "Lcwnyer” exchanged this rifle the following day for 

the one recovered at the Canipe Amusement Company. Accord- 

lng to the Aero Marine salesman, 'townyer" explained that 

he talked with his brother and was advised a more powerful 

rifle was necessary for deer hinting in Wisconsin. However, 
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a laboratory examination of this returned rifle revealed 

that it was clogged with cosmoline (a heavy grease firearm 

preservative) and could not be loaded and readied to fire 

(HQ 44-38861-432). The salesman also provided a physical 

description of 'lowmyer’' which matched those previously 

obtained (HQ 44-38861-180). 

The paper bag and the sales receipt from York Arms 

Company led agents to the Mecphis aiore where the binoculars 

were purchased. The York Arms salesman explained that he 

sold the pair of binoculars at approximately 4:00 p.m. 

April 4, 1968, to a white male matching the descriptions 

previously obtained (Memphis 44-1987 Sub A sec. 1). By 

checking the manufacturer's can codes and distribution records, 

the two beer cans were traced to Scuthhaven Minnow Shop, 

Southhaven, Mississippi (HQ 44-38861-1360). 

The center of the investigation shifted from Memphis 

to Birmingham on April 9, when the search of Memphis inns 

focused an the Rebel Motel and the April 3 registration 

record of an Eric Starve Galt. It was already known that 

the rifle and scope were purchased In Birmingham and the 

Galt registration also pointed to Birmingham. The registra¬ 

tion record aroused interest because Galt registered for the 

night of April 3 only, listed a Birmingham address and drove a 

Mustang with Alabama license plates, (HQ 44-38861-1180). 
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The possibility of a link between Eric Starve 

Galt and die unknown subject was pursued in Alabama by the 

Birmingham and Mobile offices. In their pursuit they 

learned that on August 29, 1967, Galt purchased a 1966 

vhite Mustang automobile. The Bureau agents also learned 

that the State of Alabama issued a motor vehicle operator's 

license In October 1967 to Eric Starve Galt, 2608 Highland 

t>.r a i 
cii umqy Mam, ruoiwun. 

obtained fraa this license matched those previously received: 

tfiite male, bom July 20, 1931, 5'H" tall, 175 pounds with 

blue eyes and brown hair (HQ 44*38861-1180). 

When the investigation moved to Galt's Birmingham 

address it was learned that Galt lived there in late August 

in til early October 1967. Because of the length of this 

contact, emphasis was placed on developing information on 

Galt's background. Significantly, it was learned that during 

v-t. <^l'» j 

.^ 
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interest in dancing and attended dancing school there 

(HQ 44-38861-607). 

(4) Los Angeles. Soon after the Birmingham connection 

was uncovered Los Angeles became a focal point in the investi¬ 

gation. The significance of Los Angeles became apparent 

April 11, with the knowledge of four facts. 

One, vhen on April 11, 1968, the Bureau located Galt's 

abandoned His tang In Atlanta a search of it indicated that 
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Galt had had It serviced twice in the Los Angeles area 

(HQ 44-38861-989). 

TWo, also incident to the search of the Has tang a 

fragrant of cardboard tom from a Kleenex box was found. 

On it were the names and Los Angeles addresses of Anita 

Katzwinkel and Ginger Nance (HQ 44-38861-989). 

Three, laundry markings fran the recovered underwear 

were tracked to Heme Service laundry and Dry Cleaning, 

Hollywood, California (HQ 44-38861-885). The following 

day agents learned that the name Eric Starve Galt appeared 

In the laundry's records. 

Lastly, a pair of pliers recovered from the blue 

zipper bag were traced to the Rcnpage Hardware Store which 

is within five blocks of Home Service Laundry and Dry 

Cleaning (HQ 44-38861-1174). 

Since it was known that while in Birmingham Galt 

pursued an interest in dancing, all dance schools In the 

Los Angeles area were checked. Galt's name appeared In 

the records of the National Dance Studio, Los Angeles. 

(44-38861-1293). 

Eventually, the dance studio contact proved to be 

most important because it was through an Interview with the 

Amce studio owner that a photograph of Eric Starve Galt was 

finally obtained. The owner keyed the agents to an interest 
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Galt had expressed in attaiding a bartending school 

(HQ 44-38861*1066). Checking the area, the International 

School of Bartending was located and it provided Galt's 

graduation photograph. For the first time, agents vrere 

able to see and distribute a photo of their subject. To be 

sure of maximjm dissemination, the photo was circulated among 

the news media (HQ 44-38861-967). 

While in Los Angeles Galt first lived at the Serrano 

Apartments and later at the St. Francis Hotel. Persons 

contacted at these locations called him a "loner" and 

described him as a person who kept to himself. A departure 

from this characterization, however, was reported by Charles 

Stein who, at no expense to himself, rode with Galt in the 

Mustang from Los Angeles to New Orleans and return. 

Stein explained that he and his sister Rita Stein met 

Galt through their cousin Marie Martin who was working as a 

bar maid at the Sultan Bar located in the St. Francis Hotel. 

Galt had mentioned to Martin that he was planning to drive 

to New Orleans and she asked if he would be willing to give 

her cousin a ride there in order to pick up her children. 

He agreed, but it was Charles and not Rita who went along 

with Galt (HQ 44-38861-1117). 

Notwithstanding the information Stein provided, the 

investigation moved no closer to locating Galt. New Orleans 
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was scoured for clues and although Galt’s hotel and room 

were located the effort was fruitless (HQ 44-38861-1197). 

Stein also stated Galt made several telephone calls from 

pay telephones along the way but an ejhaustive search of 

countless telephone records, lumbers and subscribers 

produced nothing (e.g. HQ 44-38861-3857). Lastly, Stein 

explained that Galt conditioned the ride to New Orleans 

on Charles Stein, Rita Stein and Marie Martin joining 

George Wallace’s American Independent Party. Each joined 

but again the m suing investigation of this lead learned 

nothing (HQ 44-38861-1003). 

(5) Atlanta. On April 11, 1968, a citizen call came 

through to the Atlanta Police Department reporting the missing 

white Mustang. According to this caller and another person, 

both interviewed by the FBI, the abandoned Mustang was parked 

shortly before 9:00 a.m. April 5, 1968, by a lone man matching 

Galt’s description. The discovery of Galt’s Mistang immediately 

caused agents to seek out any additional contacts by Galt in 

Atlanta (HQ 44-38861-989). 

Because Galt was believed to use low cost rooming houses 

all such establishments were contacted for any sign of him. 

Success was found at Jimmie Dalton Gardner's Rooming House 

where Galt registered March 24, 1968. Although Galt was 

nowhere to be found, he had left evidence behind. Found 
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In his rocm were a booklet, "Your Opportunities in Lock- 

smithing” and a collection of naps. One of these maps 

was of the city of Atlanta with the residence of Martin 

Luther King, Jr., and the headquarters of SCL£ circled 

(HQ 44-38861-967). 

Other evidence of Galt's presence in Atlanta was 

received from the Piednont Laundry there records showed 

he picked up laundry April 5, 1968 (HQ 44-38861-3627). 

(6) Galt Identified as James Earl Ray. Knowing that 

Galt returned to Atlanta after the assassination all con¬ 

ceivable modes of transportation in, around and out of 

Atlanta were checked (HQ 44-38861-907). However, Galt's 

trail was cold; there was no evidence as to where he fled 

frcm Atlanta. 

The Bureau became worried because with each passing 

hour Galt's chances of avoiding capture became better and 

better. Therefore, the investigative enphasis shifted from 

following Galt’s trail to identifying Galt. In an effort 

to accomplish this the Bureau initiated a comparative search 

of three identical latent fingerprints believed to be Galt's 

(one fingerprint was recovered from the rifle; a second frcm 

the binoculars; and a third from the map of Atlanta found 

in Galt's rocm) against fingerprints of white male fugitives. 

To be sure, the limitation to fugitives was purely speculative. 
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However, the speculation paid off vJhen on April 19, 1968, 

Janes Earl Ray's fingerprint card ccqparea Identically 

(HQ 44-38861-1575). 

T.V Ailk *>La^ 2 A Pf% 1 
Vfiui UU)c uxauuvujf uiau ^lcu. w wiv 

Earl Ray, the investigation was redirected to a search 

of Ray's whereabouts since the tine of his April 23, 1967, 

escape from Missouri State Prison. Through the months of 

April and May the Ray-Gait steps were traced. Eventually, 

the Bureau was able to account for Ray's whereabouts almost 

continuously since his escape. Nevertheless, his trail 

remained cold beyond Atlanta on April 5, 1968 (HQ 44-38861- 

3509; and see Chronology infra). 

In connection with their search, Ray’s family was 

identified, located, physically surveilled and periodically 

interviewed for information (E.G., HQ 44-38861-3987). Also, 

prison irxnates and associates were queried (e.g. HQ 44-38861- 

But, no clues developed. Ray’s family said they knew nothing; 

they had not heard from nor been in contact with James and did 

not know of his whereabouts (Chicago 44-1114-27). Prison 

inmates and associates told tales of bounties offered for 

the death of Dr. King but exhaustive investigations could not 

substantiate their claims (e.g., HQ 44-38861-3767). 

Frustrated, the Director prepared a memorandum for the 
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Attorney General dated May 13, 1968 in which he explains 

that extensive investigation has not resulted in any new 

developments beyond Atlanta, April 5. Therefore, the 

Director requested authorization for telephone and micro¬ 

phone surveillance on Ray family members. The request, 

however, was never acted upon (HQ 44-38861-3509). 

(7) Passport Search. From an interview with a former 

cellmate of Ray's at Missouri State Prison it was learned 

that Ray appreciated the ease with which a person living 

in Canada could obtain a false passport (HQ 44-38861-3889). 

Though it is not clear that the cellmate's carments pre¬ 

cipitated a search of Canadian passports issued since Fay's 

April 23, 1967 escape, it is known that on the request of 

the FBI Legat in Canada such a search was conducted by the 

Royal Canadian Mounted Polioe. A passport search was also 

conducted in Mexico and the United States (HQ 44-38861-4445). 

Though the search went through a staggering number 

of applications and was based on the ocrparison of Ray's 

photograph to those submitted with the application, it proved 

to be the necessary break in picking \jp Ray's trail. At 

9:30 p.m. June 1, 1968, The Legal attache, Ottawa, 

Canada, called the Bureau to advise that after reviewing 

sane 175,000 applications the RQfl? located a passport issued 

-60- 



April 24, 1968 under die name Ramon George Sneyd which 

contained a photograph very definitely similar to Ray 

(HQ 44-38861-4190). 

The passport was filed by die Kennedy Travel 

Agency in Toronto, Canada. Incident to their investi¬ 

gation, die Royal Canadian Mcxmted Police contacted the 

travel agency and obtained a hand printed note from Sneyd 

concerning his application. The note together with the 

passport photo and a latent palm print were forwarded to 

the Bureau for laboratory examination which concluded that 

Ray and Sneyd were the same person (HQ 44-38861-4262, 4263). 

(8) Ray Apprehended. The Kennedy Travel Agency also 

provided information that Sheyd purchased a round trip air 

ticket from Toronto to London departing Hay 6 and returning 

May 21, 1968. But New Scotland Yard determined that Sneyd 

turned in the return portion of the fare and received a 

May 7, 1968 ticket to Lisbon, Portugal plus a $14.60 voucher 

(HQ 44-38061-4319). 

Inmigration authorities in Lisbon were immediately 

contacted. It was learned that Ray had entered Lisbon 

May 7 but had exited for London May 17, 1963 (HQ 44-38861- 

4725). 

Stops were Issued by New Scotland Yard for Sneyd. At 

11:15 a.m., June 8, 1968, Ray was apprehended by officers of 



New Scotland Yard while he was passing through British 

immigration offices In the London Airport. At the time 

he was planning a flight to Brussels, Belgian (HQ 44-38861- 

4616). 

2. Alleged Conspiracies 

Literally scores of alleged conspiracies were 

camunicated to the Bureau. Fran the date of the assas¬ 

sination in April, 1968, even up to this date, die FBI 

has been approached by numerals persons with stories 

which purport to identify a conspiracy to kill King. 

These stories involved die widest range of perpetrators 

and participants as ^11 as motives. To the extent 

that these leads were pursued, the Bureau was put in 

the rather difficult position of conducting an investi¬ 

gation which ranged far beyond the concrete evidence 

that had already been obtained. When the leads were 

in fact bogus ones," the FBI was attainting to prove a 

negative in each reported case. With a controversial 

figure, such as Dr. King, the possibilities of conspiracy 

were numerous. Consequently, the Bureau's credibility 

would necessarily be strained, given its past relation¬ 

ship with the civil rights leader, unless each story was 

disproved. Yet the Bureau attempted to cover each lead. 
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As previously stated, each SAC was held personally 

responsible far an expedited and thorough review. 

Based on cur review of the files, the task force 

is satisfied that the FBI did a credible and thorough 

job in attempting to identify any possible conspiracy 

or persons who could have been involved In the nurder. 

In each of the allegations received, the Bureau immediately 

interviewed the person vho was the source of the allegation 

where this was possible (i.e. where the source was not 

anonymous). In situations where the cccplaint was not an 

obvious hoax the Bureau then attainted immediately to 

idaitify the alleged participants and interview them. 

Where there was not a satisfactory explanation to dispel 

the allegation concerning such matters as whereabouts or 

associations, the Bureau then would check further. Ihis 

does not mean that every allegation was pursued to the 

ultimate degree. Judgment based on experience dictated 

many of the decisions. 

These judgments were also tenpered by a critical 

factor. Within fifteen days after the murder, the FBI 

was convinced that Galt and Ray were the same person, 

that this individual purchased the rifle, rented the 

room across from the Lorraine Motel, and fired die shot 

that killed Dr. King. While there were many other people 
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who were antagonistic toward Dr. King and many who 

had apparently discussed killing him, any successful 

conspiracy would have to have involved Ray based on the 

evidence at hand. In all the years following the assas¬ 

sination, the investigation has failed to reveal ary 

connection between any alleged conspirator(s) and James 

Earl Ray including those alleged by Ray himself. Indeed, 

the overwhelming evidence indicates that Ray was almost 

totally alone during the year after his escape from the 

Missouri State Prison. 

We have not addressed here the Bureau's handling of 

particular conspiracy leads because of the large ranker of 

allegations involved. Bureau files can be checked for each 

reported lead and the resulting Investigation on that lead 

traced to its conclusion. 



C. The Story of Janes Earl Ray 

I. Gironology of Ray’s Activities On and 
After April 23, 1967 _ ' 

On Sunday, the 23rd of April 1967, after he had 
April 23, 1 

served seven years of a twenty year sentence for armed 

robbery in the Missouri State Penitentiary at Jefferson 

City, James Earl Fay escaped. When a truck appeared at 

the prison bakery vrtiere Ray worked, a bread box was 

carried onto the truck to be delivered to a nearby prison 

farm. Ray had concealed himself inside the bread box, 

and later fled from the prison truck at a stop prior to its 

*/ 
reaching the Renz prison farm. (3503; Huie, pp.24-27.) — 

Ray allegedly headed first toward Kansas City 
April 24-28 

(Huie, p.27). Cn the third day he burglarized a 

trailer sitting by the Missouri River taking a blanket 

and food (Huie, p.27). For the next three nights he made 

his way along the railroad in the direction of Kansas City 

*/ Ray has provided varying accounts of his escape from 
prison and of his subsequent activities prior to apprehension. 
The task force’s most credible view of his statements has 
been used here. These admissions of Ray are found in He Slew 
the Dreamer, Huie, William Bradford, Delacorte Press, New York, 
1968 (hereinafter, Huie); All other citations herein are for 
serials In the Bureau's MJKKIN file, HQ 44-38361. The task 
force has obtained xerox copies of Ray’s correspondence with 
Mr. Huie which reflect the admissions cited by Huie. 



Co a city large enough so he would not be noticed and 

took a train to St. Louis. He then took a taxicab to . 

East St. Louis, called a friend drove him to Edwards- 

ville whence he caught a bus for Chicago (Huie, p.28). 

On May 3rd, Ray secured work for the next eight 

weeks as a dishwasher and cook's helper at the Indian 

Trail Restaurant in Wimetka, Illinois, and resided at 

2731 North Sheffield in Chicago under the name John L. 

Rayns. He purchased a 1959 Chrysler automobile from 

a private owner on June 5th for $200 (5448). Ch 

June 9th, he failed a driver's test, but passed the 

test on June 12th (5394). Ray moved from his 

Sheffield address to 1648 Lunt Street on June 17th 

where he paid one week's rent (5118). Ray was issued 

a driver’s permit in the name of John L. Rayns for the 

State of Illinois on June 21st (5394). During the week 

of June 19th Ray left his job, and requested that his 

final paycheck be forwarded to the Lunt Street address, 

which it was (5118). 

Thereafter, on July 14, Ray purchased a 1962 

Plymouth automobile from a conmercial dealer in East 

St. Louis, Illinois, and transferred the licensed 

plates from the Chrysler to the Plymouth (5413; Huie, 

p.39). leaving East St. Louis on July 15, Ray proceeded 

May 3 

June 5 

June 9 

June 12 

June 17 

June 21 

July 14 
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July 15 to Montreal, Canada, via Indianapolis, Detroit and 

Windsor (Kile, p.40). His prise objective was 

allegedly to secure a Canadian passport (idem p.41). 

As John L. Rayns, he registered for an overnight 

stay at the Bourgard Motel in Dor ion, just west of 

Montreal (idem, p.43; 5437x). 

Next, Ray first used the alias Eric S. Galt July 19 

when he signed a six month lease for an apartment 

in the Harkay Apartments, 2589 Notre Dame East, in 

Montreal (2192; Huie, p.43). Ray then allegedly 

held up a food store stealing $1700 (Huie, p.47). 

The following day he spent- $300 for new clothes at the 

Tip Top Tailors, 488 St. Catherine West, had his hair 

cut and a manicure at the Queen Elizabeth Hotel (Huie, 

p.48). He also ordered on July 21st a $75 tailor-trade 

suit at the English and Scotch Woolen Coup any (4692). 

(A month and a half later, by a letter frcm Birmingham 

dated September 6, 1967, this tailoring company was 

instructed by Ray to send the finished garment to him 

at his then Birmingham address.) Three days later Ray July 24 

ordered three sex books frcm Futura Books, Inc., in 

Inglewood, California, (2192), and on July 28th, he July 28 

enrolled in a correspondence course at the Locksnri. thing 

Institute, Little Falls, New Jersey (2068). Both matters 

were paid by Canadian money orders. 
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Ray vacationed, beginning July 30th, at the 

Gray Rocks Inn on Lake (Xdrmet in the Laurentian 

M i mf Da«> aot<^ AA^ m mi 
hvui^i Q^wiuii^ tu wajr, wuilowi. w^ut 

a respectable woman to vouch for him on a passport 

application. He was "picked up" by a female Canadian 

Government employee and her girlfriend and spent the 

next few days with then before leaving on August 7th; 

The two wanen followed, stayed overnight with Ray In 

Montreal on August 7th, and then returned to their 

residences in Ottawa (Huie, pp.51-53; 5402). On 

August 9th, he purchased by money'order a formula for 

makirtc class for a two-wav mirror f2192^. Then, on 

August 19th, Ray visited the government employee in 

Ottawa, but did not importune her to assist him on his 

passport application (Huie, p.54). 

During the approximately two and one-half 

months of Ray's stay in Canada he relates meeting an 

underworld character named "Raoul". After negotiations. 

A ^ M A A J Ba Ak^Vami 111 « ^ A ^VaA Va m ■ m A. M A A J AmsjbaI Jam 
wajr ouaicu uu auuiui nuxc, utac uc ei i^dgcu ui aiuuggxjuLijg 

operations with "Raoul" and then proceeded to Birmingham 

to meet "Raoul" at the latter's direction. Meanwhile, 

he stayed at the Town and Country Motel, Ottawa, from 

August 18th to August 20th (5502). Whatever may be 

July 30- 
August 5 

August 7 

August 9 

Alienist- 19 

"Raoul" 
contact 
dates July 18- 
Aug. 8 & through 

Aug. 18 

Aug. 18-20 



the truth of the story. Fay left Montreal, net his 

brother at Morthbrooke, Illinois, gave his Plymouth 

car to his brother Jerry Ryan, (5413), proceeded 

from Northbrooke or Chicago to Birmingham, stayed 

August 26th at the Granada Hotel, 2230 Fourth August 26 

Avenue as John L. Fayns (5400; Huie, p.61), and that 

same day also took a roan in the name Eric S. Galt 

at the Economy Rooms, 2608 Highland Avenue (2324). August 28 

TVoo days later Fay, as Galt, giving the Highland 

Avenue address, rented safety deposit box No. 5517 

at the Main Office, Birmingham Trust National Bank 

(2323; Huie, p.62). The access record on this 

box shows entries at 2:32p.m. on August 28; from 

1:52p.m. to 1:56p.m. on September 5; from 11:05 

to 11:08a.m. on September 21; and fran 10:16a.m. 

to 10:19a.m. on September 28 (2323). 

The purchase of a trtiite 1966 Ford Mis tang was August 29-30 

accomplished at the end of August by answering a 

newspaper ad on the 29th of August and paying $1995 in 

cash to William D. Paisley on the 30th (628). All 

this checks with the car purchase chronology Fay 

himself adnitted to author William Bradford Huie 

(Huie, pp.61-63; Fay’s self-serving attribution of 

"Raoul" as the one vho directed him to buy the car 

and who supplied the cash Is uncorroborated). 
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Bay as Eric Starve Galt, applied for and was 

issued Alabama driver's license Nd.2848947 (4143). 

The signature matches the other handwritings of the 

same name (4143). At some point during his stay in 

Birmingham, Bay purchased a .38 revolver which was 

found on his person on his arrest in Heathrow Airport, 

tendon, Bigland (1422). 

Ch Septanber 12th, Ray enrolled for 5 weekly 

dance classes at the Continental Dance Club Studios 

(2324). The Modem Photographic Book Publishing 

Co. Inc., of New York City received a coupon order 

from Eric S. Galt for a photo book (633) and a letter 

by Ray as Galt written September 26, asking that the 

book not be sent as he was moving and would give the 

changed address later (4143). The handwriting was 

identical with Bay's (4143). 

Ray purchased a bank draft from the Exchange 

Security Bank, 5 points' South Branch, Birmingham 

payable to the Superior Bulk Film Co. of Chicago and 

this accompanied an order on that company for a Kodak 

Super 8 movie camera, a projector, a splicer and a 20 

foot remote control cable; price $337.24 (1135). Then 

Bay typed a note to the film conpany seven days 

September 6 

Septenber 12 

September 26 

September 28 
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later in which he acknowledged receipt of the items 

he had ordered but returned the movie camera as the 

wrong one; he stated he was leaving for Mexico on 

October 7, and would send a new address to which 

the correct movie camera could be forwarded (4143). 

On September 30th, Ray paid only for his room (2118). 

Ray, as Galt, was Issued Alabana license tags October 6 

No. 1-38993 for 1968. He left Birmingham for Mexico 

an October 6 (Huie, p. 66). On the 8th of October, October 8 

Ray purchased a 30 day Mexican auto insurance policy October 10 

(1904). He reached Acapulco on October 10th, proceeded October 15 

to Guadalajara on October 15th and left there on 

the 18th for Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco, Mexico, 

arriving in Puerto Vallarta on the 19th (5496). He 

registered in Room 212 of the Hotel Rio at Morelos 86 

on this date; his "Galt’' signature and writings match 

his other Galt writings (4143). Galt typed a letter 

October 18 

October 19 

October 22 

to the film company to ask for a refund to the Puerto 

Vallarta address in lieu of the Kodak movie camera 

which had been mailed meanwhile to his vacated 

Birmingham address (4143). Again the written signature 

on this note matched the string of "Galt" signatures. 

(4143). For sane reason (Huie says Ray said he wanted November 6-13 
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a week in a more expensive rocn in a hotel on the 

beach.) (Huie, p.81), Ray switched hotels, going 

from the Rio to the Hotel Tropicana (1219). He 

spent most of his time in the period from October 

19 to Novarber 13, 1967, with a girlfriend, Irma 

Morales, whose true name is Manuel a Aguirre Medrano 

(1219), and possibly another female named Nina 

(Huie, p.8). 

Ray left Puerto Vallarta and drove to Los 

Angeles where he rented an apartment at 1535 North 

Serrano Avenue on the 19th of November. (668; Huie, 

p.85). He then wrote a typed letter to the Superior 

Bulk Film Ccnpany, Chicago, to forward to his new 

address the refund due him for the undelivered Kodak 

movie camera; the signature on this letter matches 

the other "Galt" signatures. (4143). 

In this second week of his stay in Los Angeles, 

Ray began a series of six visits to a clinical 

psychologist. Dr. Mark 0. Freeman, In hopes of 

overcoming his shyness, gaining social confidence, 

learning self-hypnosis to gain relaxation, sleep and 

remenber things better. 

Novenber 14 

November 19 

Novenber 27 

December 14 

Novenber 27 

Novenber 30 

December 4, 
6. 11, & 14 
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Apparently, in a further self-igprovenent step, 

Bay enrolled in a course of dancing instructions with 

the owner of the National Dance Studio, 2026 Pacific 

Avenue, long Beach, California (4143). On December 

13th, Ray wrote his Birmingham bank to close his 

safety deposit box (2323). He paid $100 on the 

dancing lesson contract an the 14th of December, left 

laundry at the Avalon Cleaners & Laundry, Inc., 

5662, Hollywood Blvd., Los Angeles, on the following 

day-ticket No. 31053 and laundry mark "20R-3" made 

by a Thermo Seal marking machine (4143); and also 

on December 15th Ray, as Galt still, began a round 

trip drive with Charles J. Stein, 5666 Franklin 

Avenue, Los Angeles, to New Orleans in Ray's white 

Mjstang to pick up Stein's sister's two small children 

(4143). Stein and Ray arrived in New Orleans on the 

17th, the latter registering at the Provincial Hotel, 

1024 Chartes Street, Rxxn 126 (5399). The "Galt" 

registration card signature matched the string of 

such signatures in Ray's odyssey and he further 

recorded that he was driving a Mis tang with Alabama 

license No.1-38993 and gave his address as 2608 

Highland Avenue, Birmingham (4143). 

December 5 

December 13 

December 14 

December 15 

December 17 
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Ray checked out before the 1:00p.m. checkout 

time on the 19th and, with the two children and 

Charles Stein, made the return trip to Los Angeles 

arriving by the 21st of December when he took the 

first of the series of dancing lessons he had 

signed up for. The next day he picked up his 

lamdry. Four more dancing lessons are recorded 

next (4143). 

On December 28, 1967, Ray first indicated 

his interest in immigrating to Africa, and more 

particularly to a white ruled area, by writing a 

letter of inquiry to Mr. John Acord, Chairman, 

American-Southern African Council, 800 Fourth St., 

S.W., Washington, D.C.; the signature of Galt 

matched up with the other Galt writings. (4143). 

Ray said he visited Las Vegas an New Year's 

Day. (Huie, p.96). Dance lessons are documented 

on the 2nd and 3rd days of 1968 (2325). Galt 

bought Bank of America money order No.0799 18037 

In the amount of $15 from the Hollywood Western 

Branch payable to the Locksmithing Institute (2325). 

The FBI lab made the usual writing match up on the 

signature (4143). Meanwhile Ray showed up regularly 

for dance lessons (2325). On January 19th Ray signed 

December 19 

December 21 

December 22 

December 25, 
26,27628 

1968 
January 1,263 

January 8 

January 9,11,15, 
16613 

74- 



up for a bartending course at the International School 

of Bartending 2125 Sunset Boulevard (2325); his 

application signature fits his other Galt signatures 

(4143). He left his laundry at the Hone Service 

Laundry and Dry Cleaning Co. at 5280 Hollywood Boulevard 

(2325, cites laundry list No.3065 in E. Galt's name 

with Thermo Seal sticker 02B-6, the marking on the 

T-shirt and shorts in the bag abandoned at the front 

door of Canipe's Agiosenent Co. in Mecphis, April 4, 

1968). 

Gfci January 21, 1968, Fay changed his lodgings 

to Foam 403 of the St. Francis Hotel, 5533 Hollywood 

Boulevard (2325). On the 22nd and on the 23rd, 25th, 

29th, 30th, 31st, February 1, 5, 6, 8 and 12, Fay 

regularly attended dance lessons (2325). He attended 

bartending school through to March 2, 1968. He bought 

two Bank of America money orders on the 29th of January, 

one to place an ad in the Free Press soliciting a 

female pen pal and the second to pay for a mail 

forwarding service (1500). Each transaction created 

a handwriting match as did a Bank of America money order 

No.0799 17281 payable to the Locksmithing Institute, 

Little Falls, New Jersey (2325). 

January 29 

January 31 
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Ray's 1966 white Miat-ang vith Alabama Hrange 

No. 1-33993 registered in Alabama under the alias 

Galt was serviced on the 13th at a Chevron Station, 

1306 North Normandie Avenue, Los Angeles with mileage 

at 34,185. Another undated servicing sane 200 miles 

later occurred at Cort Fcoc Ford Co., 4531 Hollywod 

Boulevard in Los Angeles (2325). 

Ray attempted to increase his social life by 

writing and sending his photograph to a woman listed 

by 'The Local swinger” vftiich listing was secured for 

$1.00; Ray in fact wrote 5 such letters (4143). The 

^ (mantra uae aAA&A frt tnflfiAKme erv^ 
VM ^ W ^ WW 0 MJb* iM«W 

Ray's photograph secured. For reading material, 

Ray ordered books from fUtura Books paying by money 

order No.0799 19430 on the 26th. (1500). The 

February 17 

Fsbffusry 26 

signature matchup was made (4143). On this sane day 

Ray made a money order payment No.0799 19701 to the 

Locksnithing Institute (2325). He sent another. 

No.0799 19704, for the "Locksmith's Ledger" with 

matching signature (2325); he sent two money orders, 

Nos.0799 19702 and 0799 19703, and a letter order to 

Tiffany Enterprises, 8512 Whitworth Drive in Los Angeles, 

• mo 1 X VLUCj 
Tane -- - v* iWe 

(1500), with signatures matchable on two of the three 

documents (4143). 
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At intervals in his stay in Los Angeles, Bay 

had plastic surgery done to change his appearance 

(author Huie puts this treatment as on March 3, 7 and 

11, 1968, Buie, pp. 107-8); he visited a psychologist- 

hypnotist, Reverend Von Kbss on January 4, 1968 

(Huie, p.102), and allegedly sane seven other 

psychiatrists, lypnotists or scientologists. 

According to author Huie, he frequented a bar known 

as the Babbit's Boot Club and on one night beczme 

involved in a racial argument followed by a mugging in 

which he had his wallet stolen and lost his suit jacket, 

car keys and driver's license (Huie, p.96-98). According 

to author Huie citing Ray as his source. Bay telephoned 

Alabama and had a duplicate license issued; this was 

forwarded fran his former Birmingham address to California 

and received there about March 10, 1968 (Huie, p.98). 

"Galt" was graduated fran the bartending school 

on the 2nd of March. His picture was taken with the 

school operator and Bay closed his eyes to make recogni¬ 

tion more difficult (4143; Huie, p.104). 

A postal money order No.1,916,211,078 was sent 

to the Lockanithing Institute as a periodic payment on 

the correspondence course Bay was taking (1428). The 

signature matchup was made. (4143.) 
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Bay listed a change of address on terch 17 

with the St. Francis Hotel, giving his forwarding 

address as General Delivery, Main Post Office 

Atlanta, Georgia (4143). Presumably he left 

Los Angeles in his white Mas tang on this date, 

proceeding to New Orleans where he left a box 

of clothing for Marie Ifertin's little daughter, 

Marian de Gras see, at Charles Stein's cousin 

Theresa Stone's resideice, 4019 Royal Street (4143; 

Hule, p. 108). 

Fran New Orleans, Bay drove to Seise, Alabama 

(5502), (where Ray began to stalk Dr. King according 

to Hole's statement of Bay's adnission on this) and, 

after an overnight stay there, he vrent on to Montgomery, 

to Birmingham and finally to Atlanta, Georgia (Huie, p. 

112). 
In Atlanta, Bay rented room No.2 in a rooming 

house at 113-14th Street, N.E. from the operator. 

Jinny Delton Gamer (1033). He stayed there rntil 

frferch 28 on which day, while still in Atlanta, he 

purchased U.S. Postal money order No.5,615,057,923 pay¬ 

able to the Locksmithing Institute (1428). The Galt 

signature was a matchup (4143). 

March 22 

March 23 

March 24 

March 24 

March 28 
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Company, 5701 Airport Highway in Birmingham, Alabama', 

and using the alias Harvey Lownyer purchased a Barrington 

.243 caliber rifle. Model 700 with a 2x-7x Redfield 

telescopic sight mounted on it (432). Almost certainly 

because the breech of the .243 caliber weapon was caked 

with a hardened preservative (cosmollne) and could not 

be loaded, Bay returned it the following day (not having 

fired it). He explained that his "brother” didn't like 

U..A ftft 
1'JOiUl ^7 

March 30 

it, and exchanged the .243 rifle for a Model 760 , 30-06 

caliber Remington. The scope was transferred to the 

latter rifle. Throughout these transactions the package 

for either rifle was a Browning shotgun carton which was 

large enough to hold the scope-equipped Remingtons (432). 

The Atlanta rooming house operator. Jinny Del ton March 31 

Gamer stated he had Bay print his name (Eric S. Galt) on 

an old envelope at Gamer's request so that Gamer could 

transfer the name properly to his official records; the 

handprinting is a matchup with other Galt-Bay printing 

sanples (1033). 
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Using the name Eric Celt, Ray left his laundry 

and dry cleaning at the Piedmont Laundry pickup 

station, 1168 Peachtree, N.W. In Atlanta (4143). Ttao 

days later, as Eric S. Galt, Ray on April 3 registered 

into Room 34 at the Rebel Motor Hotel, 3466 Lamar 

Avenue, Menphis, Tennessee (the distance between Atlanta 

and Memphis by the most convenient route is 398 miles); 

he gave 2608 Highland Avenue, Birmingham as his address 

and he noted on the registration card that he was driving 

a Mustang with Alabama license No. 1-38993 (4143). His 

signature was a match to the other Identified Galt signa¬ 

tures (4143). On this same day, Ray purchased a safety 

razor and shaving supplies at the Rexall Drug Store In 

the Idhitehaven suburb of Menphis (Menphis 44-1987 Sub A- 

Sec. 1; Huie, p.129). 

Ray left the Rebel Motel before the 1p.m. 

checkout time on April 4th (4143). At some point 

between 3p.m. and 3:30p.m. on the 4th, a man 

generally answering Ray's description rented Room 5-B 

at 422 1/2 South Main Street, Memphis, in the name of 

John Willard (idem. 33). Ray admits to having been in 

the room with "Raoul" whan he first said rented the 

room using the "Willard" alias he, Ray, supplied (Huie, 

p.115). In another letter to Hole, Ray states he himself 

April 1 

April 3 

April 3 

April 4 

3~3:30p.m. 

4:00p.m. 
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rented the room using the alias Join Willard (Hole, p\ 

30). Bay went out to die York Anns Cony any Store then 

located at 162 South hfein Street and purchased a pair 

of Bushnell binoculars for a total of $41.55 (4143); 

Ray was identified by the salesman at York Anns and 

Ray adnits to having been to the sports store and to 

having made the purchase of the binoculars (Huie, p. 

115). By 5p.m. at the latest, Ray had returned to 

the rooming house, parked his His tang and had taken 

his zipper bag and bedspread to Room 5-B (Huie, p.115); 

by necessary inference, because it was admittedly 

brought down from there and dropped on the sidewalk, 

the 30-06 rifle had been taken up to Room 5-B at this 

time or just before Ray's trip to the York Arms Go. 

Store (See Huie, p.114 and p.131; 4143). 

As detailed in die discussion of the course of 

the FBI investigation ante at pp. 48-50, the assassin fled 

from the common bathroom at the rear of the rooming 

house after firing the shot that killed Dr. King. The 

assassin could have cleared and undoubtedly did clear 

the corridor and the stairs to the street in about 45 

seconds. In another 15 seconds at the outside he could 

have reached and undoubtedly did reach Ray's viiite 

6:03:50p 
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Mustang after dropping Ray's bag, the rifle Ray bought 

and bearing only his fingerprints and the bedspread which 

Ray admits taking up to Room 5-5 (Staff reenactment; 

Huie, p.115). According to a post-conviction statement by 

Ray to then Special Agent in Charge of the Memphis Field 

Office, Robert Jensen, roomer Charles Stephens had a 

good look at Ray in the rooming house (5622; Interview of 

Robert Jensen, July 1, 1976, App. B). 

Cn the street Guy Warren Canipe, Jr., in his place 

of business, Canipe Amusement Co., at 424 South Main Street 

heard a thud near the front door of his store, looked up 

to see a tfoite male walk rapidly past his store going 

south (right to left to someone inside the store) and, 

with the two customers in his store, went to the front 

door where they observed a small white car, a Mustang 6:04p.m. 

according to the two customers, pull away going north 

(left to right) from a curb side parking place just south 

of Canipe's store (Memphis 44-1987 Sub A-Sec.l; of. 

Huie, p.131). 

According to Ray's admission to author Huie, Ray April 4, 
1968 

drove south into Mississippi and then turned east through 

Birmingham reaching Atlanta about 6a.m. on April 5th April 5, 
1968 

(Huie, p.132). He abandoned the white Mustang. On the 

-82- 



table in the rocc at the Atlanta reccing house. he left 

a letter about South Africa free the John Birch Society 

In California and a copy of the Free Press fran Ids 

Angeles to divert the FBI's attention to California 

vMle he fled to Canada (Huie, p .133). Ray picked up 

his laundry at the Piedmont Laundry pick-up station at 

1168 Peachtree N.E. in Atlanta on the 5th of April (4697). 

He then took a bus departing Atlanta just after nocn on 

the 5th and arrived in Cincinnati at about 1:30a.m. on 

the 6th of April. After a one hour layover v&ich he 

stated he spent in a tavern near the bus depot, Ray 

continued by bus to Detroit where he arrived at about 

6a.m. (Huie, p.135). He crossed by taxi into Canada 

arriving in Windsor an hour or so before noon and 

proceeded from there to Toronto by train arriving at 

about 5:00p.m. (Huie, p.135). He rented a roan at 

102 Os sing ton Avenue without giving his name (5502; 

Huie, p.135). 

On the 8th of April Ray began the process of 

securing a Canadian passport. He picked two names, 

Paul Edward Bridgrnan and Ranon George Sneyd, fran the 

announcements of births in newspapers for the year 

1932 at the public library (Huie, p.137). He made an 

April 5, 
1968 

betvreen 
9:00a.m. < 
10:00a.m. 

approx. 
1:00p.m. 

April 6, 
1968 

1:30a.m. 
2:30a.m. 

between 1 
and 11a. 

approx. 
5p.m. 

approx. 
6p.m. 

April 8, 
1968 

April 10, 
1968 
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X 

application for a duplicate birth certificate ir. each of 

these names on April 10 and on the following day had 

a passport picture taken in the name of Bridgpan and 

then to provide a separate mailing address for the 

ecpected replies as to Sneyd, he rented a room at 

962 Dundas Street in the name of Sneyd on April 16th 

(5502; Hole, p.lAl). On the same day he executed an 

application In the name Paul Bridgman with his, Kay's 

102 Os sing ton Avenue address as the person to be 

notified in case of emergency (Huie, p.143). The 

Kennedy Travel Agency of Toronto handled the processing 

of the application for Kay (5502). On the 19th Kay 

moved to the Dundas Street address (5502). 

The fingerprints of "Eric S. Galt" were found to 

be a match with those of James ..Earl Kay after a search 

of the print file on Fugitive Felons. 

According to author Huie he gleaned from Ray that 

Ray visited four bars on the 21st in order to watch the 

TV show "The FBI" (Huie, p.147). He found the show tuned 

in at the fourth place he tried and learned that he had 

made the Ten Most Wanted List with an international "look 

out"as to Kay (Huie, p. 147). He checked out of the 

Ossingtcn Avenue room on the 19th (Huie, p.147). 

April 11, 
1968 

April 16, 
1968 

April 19, 
1968 

April 19, 
1968 
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On April 2^ the Canadian passport in the rape of 

Ramon George Sneya was issued to Ray (Huie, p.148). Ray 

purchased a round trip ticket to London and departed 

on May 6, 1968 (Huie, p.149). Fran London Ray took a 

plane to Lisbon where he spent 10 days looking for a 

passage to Angola (Huie, p.150). When he was unable 

to do so he returned to London after first getting his 

passport replaced at the Canadian Bnbassy in Lisbon to 

correct the spelling of the name Sneyd (instead of Sneya) 

(5502; Huie, p.150). 

Ray returned to London and spent his time trying 

to find a way to join a mercenary force (Huie, p.150). 

lb this end he bought a plane ticket to Brussels and was 

in the process of meeting his plane at the Heathrow Airport 

vhen he was apprehended on June 8, 1968, by detectives from 

New Scotland Yard (4346,4368; Huie, p.150-151). The arrest 

was made on the basis of use of a fradulent passport and 

carrying a concealed weapon, i.e., the loaded .38 caliber 

Japanese-make revolver found on his person at Heathrow 

(4346,4368; Huie. p.151). 

This chronology has been compiled from data in FBI 

reports and Ray's letters to author William Bradford Huie. 

It was hoped by the task force that we would have an 

Aaril IL. 
1968 

tey 6. 
1968 

May 16, 
1968 

May 17, 
1968 

June 8, 
1968 
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oppcrr.xiry co go over the facts with Janes Earl Say 

himself. Accordingly, after the Ihited States Supreme 

Court denied his petition for a writ of certiorari, on 

December 13, 1976, a verbal request was made to Say's 

Attorney, James H. Lesar, for an opportunity to interview 

Ray. lesar stated that he was writing Ray a letter that 

day and vrould advise him of our desire to interview him 

and leave the matter up to him (Interview of James H. 

Lesar, December 14, 1976, App. B). Also, the task force 

sent Ray a letter on December 15, 1976, via his attorney 

requesting an interview (See letter to James Earl Ray, 

December 15, 1976, App. A, Ex.14). While no answer to 

our letter was received, Ray sent the task force a copy of 

a letter addressed to his attorney. Ray attached a copy 

of a cooplaint he recently filed in a civil action and 

stated in the letter to his attorney that: "I agree with 

your advice opposing the interview. It would appear that 

this would only be in the interest of the J.D. and their 

book writing collaborators, e.g., Gerold Frank, George 

MJtLllian, et al." (See letter to James H. Lesar, December 20, 

1976, App. A, Be.15). 

Absent a statement to us frem Ray, four existing Say 

explanations were compared and are here briefly noted. 



First, nc one, ocher than his attorneys'talked with 

Ray before the plea bargaining resulted in his conviction 

of Che First Degree murder of Martin Luther King, Jr., end 

sentencing in open court on March 10, 1969, before Judge 

W. Preston Battle, Criminal Court of Shelby County, 

Tennessee (See Transcript App. A, Ex. 16). At that time, 

on voir dire. Judge Battle asked Ray: "Are you pleading 

guilty to Harder in the First Degree in this case because 

you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under such circusstances 

that would make you legally guilty of Harder in the First 

Degree under the law as explained to you by your lawyers?" 

Ray answered: "Yes." 

Ray then acknowledged that he was pleading guilty 

freely, voluntarily and under standingly. He and his 

attorney, Percy Foreman, initialed the copy of these 

questions and answers. Ray also signed a detailed 

stipulation confessing that he fired the fatal shot (5506). 

The task force observes that the only way one can 

Ko rtf firef rr»rrAny* <(e uhmn rtnp 

accomplishes, or aids or assists in the accomplishment, of 

the wrongful killing of a hunan being with premeditation 

and malice aforethought. Thus, Ray has judicially confessed 

that he intended to and did kill Dr. King. 



Secsnc, Hay relacec in writing to author Huie a 

story of his odyssey frcm Missouri State Prison to.Memphis 

which acknowledged that he bought the murder weapon, made 

his way to Menphls, rented the room there at 422 South 

Main on April 4, 1968, using the alias "John Willard," 

waited in the white Mustang, and drove "Raoul" away from 

the crime scene after the murder wholly unaware of the 

killing of Dr. King. In this version "Raoul", or "Roual", 

is the mysterious killer vfoom Ray thought to be an 

international gun-runner; Ray bought the murder weapon for 

"Raoul" thinking it was to be displayed to prospective 

Mexican buyers in Roan 5-B of the "flop house" on South 

Main Street (Huie, p.130-131). 

Third, in a statement read on a program of Station 

KMDX-TV St. Louis, Missouri, in August of 1969 by his 

brother Jerry, James Earl Ray was quoted as alleging that 

he was the innocent victim, "the fall guy" of a scheme by 

the FBI (Menphis 44-1987 Sub M-665). This description of 

the crime contains no reference to Raoul. 

Fourth, the most recent story available to the 

task force is reported as the result of a four hour interview 

by Wayne Chastain, Jr., for the Pacific News Service, 

October 20, 1974. It is to the effect that Ray was "set up 

-88- 



/ 

« 

t 

l.. 

as a patsy” for "Raoul." Ic proceeds along the sane lines 

as the tale told by Bay to author Huie that there was to 

be a meeting at the rooming house at 6p.m. with an 

international gun runner. Bay was instructed by Baoul to 

have the white Mis tang at the curb for "Raoul's" use that 

bait 
9 »ww 

eWn if 

6:00p.m. to get air in a low tire and found police swarming 

all over the place vhen he tried to return at 7:05p.m. He 

could not park, was turned back by police and learned only 

after driving 100 miles into Mississippi that he had been 

associated with the men vho killed Dr. King CEhe Assassinations. 

Dallas and Beyond, Edited by Peter Dale Scott, Paul L. Hock 

and Bussell Stetler, Random House, 1976, pp.315-317). 

The task force views the exculpatory content of these 

varying and patently self-serving tales to be unbelievable. 

The varying details are materially self-refuting. Bay first 

admits full guilt. He then says he waited innocently at the 

curb awl took off after the shot with "Raoul” as a passenger. 

He next says he was the catspaw of the FBI. And finally, 

he and the Mis tang were .not in the area when the shot was 

fired and he never saw "Raoul" after the event. 

The eye witnesses to the "get away”, saw only one 

man who resembled Ray. The man left in a hurry in a white 

Mis tang as Ray admitted doing in version nunber two. Me 

concluded Ray was lying about the existence of a "Raoul”. 
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Ray's stipulated judicial confession carports in 

detail with the facts disclosed by the investigation and 

the failure of the self-serving stories persuasively 

undemines the likelihood of any conspiracy. 
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2. Motive 

Janes Earl Ray, bom 1928, was raised under 

difficult dr Constances. His parents were poor, unedu¬ 

cated and generally resided in areas surrounded by 

criminal activity. Ray did not achieve a high school 

education, nor did he attend any wcaticnal institution* 

After enlisting in the amy in 1946, Ray did not meet the 

military's standards and was discharged in 1948 for lade 

of adaptability. (HQ 44-38861-3333, 3987). 

Thus, at the age of twenty-cne, he had a very limited 

education, was not trained or skilled at any particular job, 

and was a reject of the military establishment. Thereafter, 

he proceeded to participate in and be apprehended for a 

number of criminal actions for which he would be incarcerated 

for fourteen of the next eighteen years until his escape frem 

the Missouri State Penitentiary in April 1967. Ray's criminal 

activities included robbery, forgery and burglary (HQ 44-38861- 

4143). He was not known to have been involved in crimes where 

victims or witnesses were physically harmed. 

*FBI files disclosed that James Earl Fay has an IQ of 105 
(HQ 44-38861-3503). 

-91- 



In March 1968# James Earl Bay was forty years 

old and was never known to have had a serious relation¬ 

ship with a man or woman during his adult life. Although 

he was about to ocmnit a very infamous crime of assassina¬ 

tion, neither his childhood, his military years nor his 

adult life of crime and imprisonment signaled such action. 

Bis criminal activities were not those of a hired or self- 

acccnplished premeditated murderer. Why then would James 

Earl Ray murder Dr. Martin Luther King, JT.? 

An analysis of Bay's prison records and interviews 

with his prison inmates reveals some probative facts with 

respect to a motive. For example, in 1955 Bay was incar¬ 

cerated in the federal penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kansas, 

for forgery of post office money orders. On September 12, 

1957, Bay was approved for the honor farm at Leavenworth, 

but was never transferred there because he refused to live 

in the integrated dormitory at the farm (HQ 44-38861-1678). 

Ulus, he was supposedly willing to sacrifice this benefit 

and its acocrrpanying privileges to avoid association with 

blade prisoners. 

An inmate with Ray at Missouri State Penitentiary 

for approximately three years, stated that Bay hated 

Negroes. He further stated that Ray had said that 

all the Negro prisoners inside the penitentiary should 
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be killed. He also responded that an several occasions 

Hay had said he wculd kill Or. Martin Luther King* Jr.* 

if the price ware right. In 1966* there was a riot at 

the penitentiary. Three blacks were killed. The inmate 

vKJuld not state whether Ray had participated in the 

killings. He did say that* if Ray had not* he would 

definitely knew who had killed the prisoners. Be also 

said that he would not be surprised if he acted without 

being paid for the killing. It should be noted that another 

prisoner v*io was a chef at *SP and Ray's boss for six years, 

stated that this innate was a good friend of Ray and he also 

hated Negroes. (BQ 44-38861-4443). 

A second innate with Ray at the Missouri State 

Penitentiary from 1960 until 1965* claimed that he 

recalls that Ray was glad when President Kennedy was killed 

and stated "that is one nigger-loving S.O.B that got shot". 

The prisoner also advised that Fay disliked Negroes. During 

the time period when King was leading demonstrations and 

inarches Ray would become aggravated and upset when reading 

this information in newspapers to the point that he uould 

curse King and the Negroes. Be further stated he had heard 

prison runors that Ray was supposed to have killed three 

black prisoners at the penitentiary. Finally* he related 
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that in 1963 Pay niece the remark that he was going to 

get Martin Luther King when he got out of prison. 

(HQ 44-38861-2678, 2791). 

A third innate at MSP from 1962 until 1965, 

described Ray as a "lone wolf" who never trusted 

anyone. He stated that Ray was a racist and was heard 

many times discussing his dislike of Negroes. Another 

prisoner became acquainted with Ray in 1965 and said that 

Jtey cemented if he ever got out of jail he was going to 

make himself a "bunch of money," and Ray further said a 

"Businessmen's Association" had offered $100,000 for 

killing Martin Luther King. This prisoner said that 

Ray did not knew what the "Businessnen's Association” 

was, but he intended to find out. (HQ 44-38861-4143). 

A cellmate with Ray in 1955 at Kansas City who 

later served prison time with Ray at Leavenworth, Kansas, 

was also incarcerated with Ray at MSP. He stated that 

during the period when President Kennedy was assassinated 

the movements of Dr. Martin Luther Xing became the topic 

of conversation at the penitentiary. Many prisoners heard 

that businessnen had raised a considerable amount of money, 

about one million dollars, as a bounty on King's head. He 

further stated that Ray mentioned a dozen times that had he 

known about the bounty on John F. Kennedy's head and 

had he been free he would have collected it; and, if he 
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got out in time arc Xing were still alive, he would get 

the bounty on King (BQ 44-38861-4143). A prisoner 

who was at 16P fran 1958 through 1965 stated Bay did 

not like Negroes and was capable of killing Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr. (HQ 44-38861-4143). 

Bay’s psychological background is also a very 

important avenue of review. As a result of a voluntary 

psychiatric examination in 1966, Ray was described as 

having a sociopathic personality, antisocial type with 

anxiety and depressive features (HQ 44-38361-3505). In 

1954, a prison sociologist stated that Ray's delinquencies 

seem due to impulsive behavior, especially when drinking 

(HQ 44-38861-3335). These characteristics and cements 

about Bay support the opinion of psychologist Dr. Mark 

Freeman. While Ray was in Los Angeles he was a patient 

of Dr. Freeman. Dr. Freeman believes that Bay was potentially 

capable of assassination, was a self-motivated person who 

could act alone, and likely fantasized on being sanecne 

important. 

There were two matters involving Bay and blacks 

viiile outside prison which shed sane light on whether his 

hatred of blacks and need for importance and profit could 

have motivated him to murder. While in Mexico in the fall 
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of 1967, Bay associated with a Mexican woman, -Isaa 

Morales, in the City of Puerto Vallarta. Morales admitted 

spending considerable tine with him and recalls an incident 

that took place on Sunday, October 29th. She and Bay were 

seated at a table in a bar and were drinking when four 

blacks and several white persons arrived and were seated 

at another table. She stated that Ray kept goading the 

blacks for some reason. Thereafter, Bay left his table 

to go to his car, and when he returned he asked her to 

feel his pocket. Morales did and felt a pistol in his 

pocket. Bay stated to Morales that he wanted to kill the 

blacks. Be then continued to be insulting and when the 

blacks left he stated he wanted to go after than. Morales, 

however, told him it was time for the police to arrive to 

check the establishment and Bay stated he wanted nothing to 

do with the police, thereby terminating the incident (HQ 44- 

38861-2073). 

A second incident took place during Bay's stay in 

Los Angeles. James E. Morrison, a bartender at the Babbit's 

Foot Club there, identified Ray as a frequent customer. 

Morrison said that on one occasion Ray became engaged in a 

political discussion with him regarding Robert Kennedy and 

George Wallace. Bay became rather incensed and vehemently 

supported Wallace. On another occasion, Ray had had a 
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discussion wish Pat Goodsell, a frequent female customer, 

concerning blacks and the civil rights movenent. Fay became 

very Involved and began dragging Goodsell towards the door 

saying, 'I'll drop you off In Watts and we'll see bow you 

like it there" (HQ 44-38861-3557). Ray then supposedly went 

outside and had to fight two persons, one being blade (Huie. 

pp. 96-98). 

Thus, it seems clear that Bay openly displayed a 

strong racist attitude towards blacks. While in prison, 

Ray stated he would kill Dr. King if given the opportunity 

and Bay was prepared to threaten or attack blade persons 

in Puerto Vallarta, Mexico, with a weapon for apparently 

a racial reason. These events and occurrences leading to 

the assassination of Dr. King and the assassination itself 

“ ■ iixjr vju iiui. xjj.udu.aLc *x dxii^ic , CCuCluS IVc uudVe. 

Yet, Ray's apparent hatred for the civil rights movement, 

his possible yearning for recognition, and a desire for a 

potential quick profit may have, as a whole, provided 

sufficient impetus for him to act, and to act alone. 

3. Sources Of Funds 

Shortly after the search for Bay began, it was 

recognized that he had traveled extensively following his 

escape from the Missouri Penitentiary. Moreover, in addition 
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to rorsal living expenses, Ray had made several sub- 

stantial purchases, e.g., cars, photo equipment, dance 

lessons (See, list of known expenditures, App. A, Be. 4). 

These expenditures suggested chat he had financial assist¬ 

ance and hence possible co-conspirators. Therefore, the 

Bureau was particularly interested in determining his 

sources of income. On April 23, 1968, the Director advised 

all field divisions to consider Rav as a susoect in anv _ - * — -* # 

unsolved bank robberies, burglaries or armed robberies 

occurring after April 23, 1967. The results were negative. 

On April 29, 1968, the Director in a teletype to 

all SAC's ordered that all law enforcement agencies vhich 

maintained unidentified latmt fingerprints be contacted 

and requested that fingerprints of Ray be ccupared in order 

to determine Ms past whereabouts and possibly establish 

his source of funds. Again, negative results were obtained. 

The Director, on May 14, 1968, reminded all field divisions 

that Ray had spent a considerable amount of money from April 

23, 1967 until April 4, 1968, and advised that a source for 

these monies had not been determined. The Director ordered 

that photographs of Ray be displayed to appropriate witnesses 

in unsolved bank robberies and bank burglaries. These efforts 

and all others to date, with one exception, have proved 

fruitless* 
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As a result of one of Hole's look articles, the 

did SSCSTtSill fVtaf Pay iiSd bv^n M 

restaurant In WLnnetka, Illinois, for approximately eight 

weeks. As a dishwasher and cock's helper, Ray had received 

checks totaling $664 from May 7, 1967 through June 25, 1967 

(See, List of known income, App. A, Ex. 5). This is the 

only known soiree of income for Ray following his prison 

escape. Reports from the Royal Canadian Haunted Police 

Indicated no knom robberies or burglaries tftich could be 

connected with Ray, nor did Mexican authorities notify 

the Bureau of any criminal activity which could be associ¬ 

ated with Ray. The Bureau investigated the possibility 

ULkau ray ^oiu.ui^<iLeu j-li a 
V_1. _LL_* 
udiifi iuuuu; at ra.uutit j. i i .u KJi-a f 

in 1967, but it was established that he was not a parti cl¬ 

ean t. 

Ray related to author Hole that he robbed a food 

store in Canada, and that an individual named "Raoul" 

furnished him funds on a continuous basis for various 

undertakings. These matters were actively pursued by the 

Bureau but have never been corroborated by them. Nor have 

they been corroborated by private inquiries of writers and 

journalists. It is the Bureau's opinion that Ray most likely 

committed an a periodic basis several robberies or burglaries 

during this period in order to support himself. Ray's criminal 
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background does lend credence to this theory. 

The task force Interviewed Kay’s brother; Jerry 

Ray (See, Interview of Jerry Ray, December 20, 1976, App. 

B). He stated that to bis knowledge family markers did 

not provide James with ary funds. Jerry adnitted he met 

with his brother two or three times during his enployment 

at the Wirmetka restaurant and advised that he, not James, 

paid for their eating and drinking expenses. However, 

when Jerry again saw his brother on bis return from Canada 

in August, 1967, James did have some money because it was 

he who paid for their expenses which Included a motel room. 

Jerry added that James also gave him his car cementing 

that he would purchase a more expensive car in Alabama. 

Jerry stated he was unaware of where his brother had 

obtained his money as well as the amount of money he had 

at this time. 

Accordingly, the sources for Ray's funds still 

remain a nystery today. 
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4. Family Contacts and Assistance 

Our review of die files indicated that the FBI 

had no hard evidence linking James Ray to any conspiracy 

to kill Dr. King. Absent such evidence, the Bureau 

apparently discounted the significance of any contact 

between Ray and his family. As the Chicago case agent 

told us, it is not unusual for a fugitive or a person 

who has oomnLtted a given crime to be in touch with 

family members. While such contact may render the actions 

of the family menber criminally liable, it is not generally 

pursued absent some evidence of direct participation in the 

crime. 

However, in light of the fact that a good deal 

of mystery still surrounds Janies Ray and the assassination, 

particularly the means by which he financed his life style 

and travels, we concluded that on the basis of the infor¬ 

mation which was uicovered, the Bureau should have pursued 

this line of the investigation more thoroughly. 

The connection of the Ray family to the crime against 

Dr. King may have been nonexistent. This does not alter the 

fact, however, that the FBI discovered that the subject of 

the largest manhunt In history had been aided in his fugitive 

status by at least one family meofcer. This and other facts 

suggestive of family assistance became dear as the Bureau's 

investigation progressed. 



First, John and Jerry Ray had signiiicar.w contacts 

with James while he was in Missouri State Penitentiary 

(MSP) at Jefferson City, Missouri. Jerry Fay visited 

Janes three or four tines and had borrowed money frcm 

Janes on at least one occasion during his confinement 

(Chicago 44-1144 Sub G-17). John Ray visited or attempted 

to visit James Ray while at MSP on at least nine occasions. 

The last visit took place on April 22, 1967, the day before 

Fay escaped (HQ 44-338861-4503). The Bureau also discovered 

that while in prison at MSP James Ray had a fellow innate 

send a money order to a fictitious ccrpany (Albert J. Pepper 

Stationary Co.) in St. Louis, Missouri. The money was sent 

to the address Of Carol Pepper (sister and business partner 

of John Ray) where she resided with her husband Albert. 

James Ray had told the inmate who sent the money that it was 

a way of getting money out of the prison (HQ 44-38861-2614). 

Second, James Earl Ray was seen by several people in 

both the St. Louis and Chicago areas during the period 

immediately after his escape. In St. Louis (where John 

Ray was living) two former inmates at MSP, stated that they 

had seen James Ray an separate occasions. Cne stated that 

he had seen Ray three times between May 10 and 17, 1967 (Kansas 

City, 44-760-786). The other saw Ray entering a bank with 

Jimmie (Xasns and spoke briefly with Ray as they entered 

-102- 



(HQ 44-38861-3483). In the Chicago area where Jerry Say 

was living, the Bureau discovered that James Ray had 

purchased a car on June 5. 1967 (Chicago, 44-1114 Sub D 

Ex. 85) and had worked In WInnetka, Illinois. Ray's 

employers also told Bureau agents that James Ray had 

received several calls from a man claiming to be Ray's 

brother inmediately prior to James' departure from his 

jnj). They stated that these had a visibly distuAing 

effect on James Ray (Chicago 44-1114 Sub G-37). Jerry 

Raynes, father of the Ray brothers, told the FBI that he 

overheard John and Jerry mention that James had been in 

Chicago during the sunner of 1967 (Chicago 44-1114-508). 

Third, in California, the FBI discovered two facts 

which pointed toward possible contact between James Ray 

and his brothers. Richard Gonzales who was a fellow 

student with Ray at the bartending school in Los Angeles 

told Bureau agents that Ray had told him upon completion 

of the course that he (Ray) was going to visit a brother 

in B1 for two CHQ 44*38861^1233} * PBI 

also interviewed Marie Martin, cousin of Charles Stein. 

St* stated that for seme time before March 17, 1968, (the 

date when Ray left Los Angeles) James Ray had been stating 

that he was in need of funds and was waiting for his brother 

to send him some money. 



Fourth, through an informant the Bureau discovered 

that Jerry Ray may not have been entirely candid with the 

special agents during his several interviews. The informant 

disclosed to Bureau agents cn June 7, 1968, that Jerry Ray 

stated he had seen his brother (Janes) at least once at a 

pre-arranged meeting place in St. Louis shortly after his 

escape. Jerry also allegedly stated to the informant that 

he had recognized the photograph of Eric Starve Galt as 

being identical with his brother James prior to the time 

the FBI had first contacted him in connection with the 

assassination. He did not want to tell the FBI everything 

he knew out of fear that James vrould be caught. (HQ 44-38861- 

4594.) 

Correspondence recovered by the Bureau indicated 

that Jerry may have heard f ran James in Canada in June of 

1968 (HQ 44-38861-4517 and 4518). James Ray was in Canada 

during April and May of 1968 prior to his departure for 

London on May 7, 1968 (HQ 44-38861-4595). It is also noted 

that Jerry had earlier told agents that he had received mail 

from Janes, while James was in prison, at Post Office Box 22 
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Wheeling, Illinois (Chicago 44-114 Sub G-26). 

Finally, in November, 1968 it became clear that 

James Fay had been in touch with his brother Jerzy. Illinois 

motor vehicle records shewed that on August 25, 1967 James 

Fay (using the name of John L. Fayns) transferred his 1962 

Plymouth to Jerry (HQ 44-38861-5413). This was during the 

period when James Fay was making his way from Canada to 

Birmingham, Alabama. It has continued to be a mystery 

as to why Fay went to Alabama, how he traveled there, and 

where he obtained the several thousand dollars he had when 

he arrived. 

Thus, at least Qne family member, Jerry, had lied 

to the FBI and had became subject to federal criminal charges 

for aiding a fugitive. He was never confronted with these 

facts by the Bureau. In the task force interview of Jerry 

Fay, he confirmed the fact that he had lied to the Bureau and 

had seen his brother James on several occasions Jerry 

denied knowing anything about James' travels or his source 

of funds (Interview of Jerzy Fay, December 20, 1976, App. B). 

However, the task force found the credibility of Jerry's 

The task force attenpted to talk to James and John Fay 
but an interview was refused in both instances. 
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denials to be suspect. In light of this lew credibility 

and critical passage of time which has allowed the statute 

of limitations to nn, we concluded that the FBI abandoned 

a significant opportunity to obtain answers frem family 

members concerning some of the Important questions about 

Janes Earl Kay vhich still remain. 

D. Critical Evaluation Of The Assassination Investigation 

As this report reflects, there was a wealth of 

Information In the files developed by the FBI murder 

investigation. We have been able to dig up some additional 

data. Only a small part of any of this information has 

been made a matter of any official public record. Seme of 

It was embodied in the stipulation agreed to by James Earl 

Kay and Judicially acknowledged in open court by him (with 

a stated reservation as to agreeing to the wording indicating 

a lack of a conspiracy). Some emerged in Kay's post-conviction 

efforts to get a new trial. A quantity of the "unofficial" 

evidentiary data and a great deal of mis-information was 

gleaned by the news media and by professional writers. It 

is understandable therefore that many suspicions have been 

generated and, because of Justice Department rules against 

disclosures of raw investigative files, have gone unanswered. 

First, the task force has concluded that the investi¬ 

gation by the FBI to ascertain and capture the murderer of 
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Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., was thoroughly, honestly 

end successfully conducted. We submit that die minute 

details ccopacted In this report anply support this con* 

elusion. 

At the very outset of the investigation telegrams 

went to all field offices of the Bureau instructing the 

Special Agents in Charge to take personal supervision of 

the investigation, to check out all leads in 24 hours, and 

noting that they would be held perscmlly responsible. 

(HQ 44-38861*153). The files we reviewed show that this 

directive was conscientiously followed. The Bureau sought 

first to identify and Ideate the murderer using the obvious 

leads. They checked out aliases, tracked the traces left 

under the Galt alias, and used the known fingerprints from 

the murder weapon and die contents of the blue zipper bag 

left on South Main Street to eliminate suspects. This 

backtracking ended in Atlanta. At this point the Bureau 

Initiated a check of the crime site fingerprints against 

the white male ’Vanted fugitive" print file. This produced 

die almost "instant" discovery that die wanted man, Galt, 

was James Earl Bay, an escapee from Missouri State Prison. 

In fact the "Instant" discovery was a tedious hand search 

started in a file of some 20,000 prints. That It took oily 

two hours to make a match is said by the Bureau experts to 

107- 



be largely sheer luck; it could have taken days. We 

accept the explanation that the fingerprint search was a 

normal next resort after normal lead procedures were 

exhausted. 

Second, the task force views the evidence pointing 

to the guilt of Jernes Earl Kay as the man who purchased 

the murder gun and vfco fired the fatal shot to be conclusive. 

It was possible for the task force to create a well 

documented history of James Earl Ray from die moment of 

his escape to his capture in England, using the investigation 

reports in the FBI files and to corroborate and fill in 

essential details with Ray's own statements (admissions) 

In his letters to author William Bradford Hole. From this 

chronology, from the laboratory proof, and from Ray's 

judicial admissions it was concluded that he was the assassin, 

and that he acted alone. We saw no credible evidence pro¬ 

bative of the possibility that Ray and any co-conspirator 

were together at the scene of the assassination. Ray’s 

assertions that someone else pulled the trigger are so 

patently self-serving and so varied as to be wholly unbeliev¬ 

able. They become, in fact, a part of the evidence of his 

guilt by self-refutation. 

Third, we found that conspiracy leads (aliunde Ray’s 

versions) had been conscientiously run down by the FBI even 



though they had no possible relation to Ray's stories 

or to the known facts. The results were negative. 

We found no evidence of any cocplicity ah the part 

We acknowledge that proof of the negative, i.e., 

proof that others v«re not involved, is here as elusive 

and difficult as it has universally been In criminal law. 

But the sum of all of the evidence of Ray's guilt points 

to him so exclusively that it most effectively makes the 

point that no one else was Involved. Of course, someone 

could conceivably have provided him with logistics, or 

even paid him to camit the crime. However, we have 

found no ccqpetent evidence upon vhich to base such a 

theory. 

Fourth, it is true that the task force unearthed 

new data - data which answers some persistent questions 

and which the FBI did not seek. But the Bureau concentrated 

on the principal In the case and much was not considered 

laportant to his discovery and apprehension. We find no 

dishonesty in this. A lead suggesting that one or both 

of James Earl Ray's brothers were in contact with him after, 

and in aid of, his escape In 1967 from the Missouri State 

Prison, and before the mrrder of Dr. King, was not followed. 

It was not unearthed until after Ray's capture in Ihgland 

on June 8, 1968; It was then apparently deemed a lead made 
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sterile by supervening events. By hindsight the task 

force believes Jerry and John Ray could have been • 

effectively interrogated further to learn their knowledge, 

if any, of James Earl Ray's plans, his finances and whether 

they helped him after King's death. 

Finally, the task force observed instances of FBI 

headquarter's reluctance to provide the Civil Rights 

Division and the Attorney General with timely reports on 

the course of the niirder investigation. For example, 

early in the investigation in a reaction to a press report 

of Attorney General Clark's,expectation of making a progress 

report to the nation, FBI Director Hoover wrote: "We are 

not going to make any progress reports" (HQ 44-38861-1061). 

The Bureau files reflect a significant degree of 

disdain for the supervisory responsibilities of the Attorney 

General and the operating Divisions of the Department. For 

exanple, the Attorney General authorized the institution of 

prosecutive action against the suspect "Galt" (Birmingham 

44-1740-1005). But then, apparently without further consul¬ 

tation with the Attorney General or the Civil Rights 

Division, the Bureau prepared and filed a criminal conplaint. 

The Bureau selected Birmingham as the venue in which to 

file the complaint in preference to Memphis because the 

Bureau "ccwld not rely on the U.S. Attorney at Meqphis" 
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and "would lose control of the situation" (HQ 44-38861-1555). 

The Bureau scenario called for then advising the Attorney 

General "that circumstances have required the action taken" 

(HQ 44-38861-1555). 

Me submit that In this sensitive case the Departmental 

officials in Washington should have been consulted. 

As another exanple, at the extradition stage of the 

case, marked discourtesy was exhibited to the Attorney 

General and to Assistant Attorney General Fred Vinson. In 

a telephone discussion with the Attorney General who 

ccnclained of being "kept in the dark", an Assistant to 

the Director accused the Attorney General of falsifications 

and 'hung up the phone". Again, when Assistant Attorney 

General Vinson was detailed to England to arrange for the 

extradition of James Earl Ray, the Legal Attache was ordered 

to be "diplomatic but firm with Vinson and that under no 

circumstances should Vinson be allowed to push our personnel 

around" (HQ 44-38861-4447). 

The task force views this lack of coordination and 

cooperation as highly improper. The Attorney General and 

the Division of the Department having prosecutorial 

responsibility for an offense being investigated should be 

kept fully abreast of developments. The responsible 
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Division, moreover, should have sufficient control of the 

Bureau's Investigations to insure that the legal necessities 

of pleading and proof are met. 

In fairness to the Bureau it has to be observed 

that it is the obligation of the Department to insist on 

these perogatives. We do not think it effectively did so 

In the King mrder case. 



III. THE SECL’RUY ^VESTIG^TICW 

A. FBI Surveillance And Harassment Of Dr. King • 

1. Initiation of Technical Surveillance and 
COINTELPRD Type Activities 

In order to reconstruct the actions taken by 

Bombers of the FBI toward Dr. King, the task force 

scrutinized the basis for the initiation by the Bureau 

of any action with respect to Dr. King. IXjring the review 

it was revealed that on May 22, 1961, Mr. Alec Rosen, then 

Assistant Director of the General Investigative Division 

(Division 6), advised Director Hoover in an information 

memorandua, per his request on Dr. King and four other 

individuals in connection with the "Freedom Riders," 

that "King has not been investigated by the FBI" (Meno 

fren Scatter day to Rosen, May 22, 1961, App. A, Be. 7). 

The memorandum contained few references on Dr. King. The 

Director cocmnted, with regard to the omission of a subject 

natter investigation on Dr. King: "Why not?" The substance 

of the report was forwarded to Attorney General Kennedy, and 

the FBI did r»t pursue the King matter at this time. Thus, 

FBI personnel did not have nerdid they assume a personal 

interest in the activities of Dr. King through May, 1961. 

Furthermore, in 1961, information in the Bureau files on 
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Dr. King had only been gleaned from sporadic reports, 

and this particular report to die Director was provided 

by Division 6 which had responsibility for civil rights 

natters. 

In the beginning of 1962, the FBI started and 

rapidly continued to gravitate toward Dr. King. The 

sequence of events has already been reported in sane 

detail by the Senate Select Cannittee as well as In die 

Robert Mirphy Report which you received in March, 1976. 

The task force In its review of pertinent documents con¬ 

firms these reports. 

In essence, the Director cocnunicated to Attorney 

General Kennedy during 1962 and 1963 a host of memoranda 

concerning the interest of the Cocmunist Party in die 

civil rights movement, and, in particular. Dr. King's 

relationship with two frequently consulted advisors than 

die FBI had tabbed as members of the Communist Party. As 

a result of the deep Interest in civil rights affairs by die 

Attorney General and by the Kennedy Administration, these FBI 

reports had the effect of alarming Robert Kennedy and affecting 

his decisions on the national level. 

The net effect of the Bureau memoranda nearly 

culminated in die sterner of 1963 then Attorney General 
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Kenned/ suggested consideration of technical surveillance 

on King and the SCLC (H} 100-106670-3631). Previously, 

the bulk of FBI Intelligence on Dr. King was secured by 

technical surveillance of one of his advisors and from 

informants close to his associates. However, when Attorney 

General Kenned/ was confronted shortly thereafter with the 

Director's request for such surveillances, he reconsidered 

his suggestion and denied the request (HQ 100-106670-165, 

171). Attorney General Kennedy as well as several other 

Department officials were sincerely concerned with King's 

association with alleged corarunist members since proposed 

civil rights legislation was then very vulnerable to the 

attack that cocnunists were influencing the direction of the 

civil rights movement. Yet, an affirmative program to 

gather intelligence with King as the subject was still 

considered ill-advised. However, a significant turn of 

events within the circles of die FBI hierarchy would soon 

reverse the Attorney General's decision, and without his 

Knowledge the FBI would also launch an illegal counter¬ 

intelligence program directed to discredit and neutralize 

the civil rights leader. 

Director Hoover's demeanor toward Dr. King has been 

well publicized and is surmarized below. Certainly, as 

die task force determined, this played a vital role in 
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FBI affairs, as did cne Director's attitude toward the 

Cocmmist Party. On August 23, 1963, then Assistant 

Director of the Domestic Intelligence Division, William 

C. Sullivan, pursuant to the Director's request, presented 

a seventy-page analysis of exploitation and Influence by 

the Cocmnist Party on the American Negro population since 

1919 (H3 100-3-116-253X). This report and Mr. Sullivan's 

synopsis showed a failure of the Communist Party In achieving 

any significant inroads into the Negro population and the 

civil rights movement. Director Hoover responded: 

"This memo reminds me vividly 
of those I received vhen Castro 
took over Cuba. You contended 
then that Castro and his cohorts 
were not Cotmunists and not 
influenced by Comramists.. Time 
alone proved you wrong. I for 
one can't ignore the memos 
as having only an infinitesimal 
effect on the efforts to exploit the 
American Negro by CoDnunists" (HQ 100- 
3-116-253X). 

The Director's comment had a resounding effect 

on Mr. Sullivan. Sevai days later, he replied: 

"The Director is correct. We 
were completely wrong about 
believing the evidence was not 
sufficient to determine some 
years agp that Fidel Castro was 
not a cccnunist or under canonist 
influence. In investigating and 
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writing about comrunism and the 
American Negro, we had better 
renumber this and profit by the 
lesson it should teach us. (Memo 
from Sullivan to Belmont, August 
30, 1963, App. A, Ex. 8). 

Even more inportantly, Mr. Sullivan also said 

in response to the action that he new believed was 

necessitated in determining cocramist influence in the 

civil rights movement: 

'Therefore, it may be unrealistic 
to limit ourselves as we have been 
doing to legalistic proof or definite¬ 
ly conclusive evidence that would 
stand up in testimony in court or 
before Congressional permittees that 
the Cocmmist Party, USA, does wield 
substantial influence over Negroes 
which one day could became decisive." 
(ides.) 

Xhe FBI hierarchy had no written cements on this memo¬ 

randum either supporting or negating the Assistant Director's 

proposed line of action. 

Then, In Sep tenter, 1963, Mr. Sullivan reccmended 

"increased coverage of ccmunist influence on the Negro" 

Qfano from Baumgardner to Sullivan, September 16, 1963, 

App. A, Ex. 9). the Director refused and cemented: 

"No I can't understand hew you 
can so agilely switch your think¬ 
ing and evaluation. Just a few 
weeks ago you contended that the 
Communist influence in the racial 
movement was ineffective and infin¬ 
itesimal. This - notwithstanding 
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many menos of specific instances 
of infiltration, Now you want 
to load the field down with more 
coverage in spite of your recent 
Brno depreciating CP Influence 
in racial movement, I don't intend 
to waste time and money until you 
can make up your minds that the 
situation really is" (idem.) 

In ccniaenting on a cover memo to the above Sullivan 

request, Director Hoover also stated, "I have certainly 

been misled by previous mmos which clearly showed 

canonist penetration of the racial movement. The 

attached is contradictory of all that. We are wasting 

manpower and money investigating CP effect in racial 

movsnent if the attached is correct" (Memo for the Director 

fran Tolson, September 18, 1963, App. A, Ex. 10). 

By now the Domestic Intelligence Division was 

feeling the full weight of the Director's dissatisfaction 

with their work product. Mr. Sullivan again replied on 

Septarber 25, 1963, in a burble manner that Division 5 

had failed in its Interpretation of conn,mist infiltration 

in the Negro movement (Memo from Sullivan to Belmont, 

September 25, 1963, App. A, Ex. 11). The Assistant Director 

asked the Director’s forgiveness and requested the oppor¬ 

tunity to approach this grave matter in the light of the 

Director's interpretation. Director Hoover sanctioned 

this request but again reprimanded Mr. Sullivan for stating 

/ 
r 

-118- 



that canonist infiltration "has not reached the point 

of control or domination." The Director curtly cccmented 

that "Certainly this Is not true with respect to the 

King connection" (ldan). One could new foresee that 

Dr. King would be closely watched by FBI personnel. 

In October. 1963, the Director forwarded a request 

to the Attorney General for technical surveillance of 

Dr. King's residence and the SCLC office in New York City 

This time the FBI received authorization for technical 

surveillance and it was Instituted almost immediately. 

In addition, the FBI had prepared a new analysis on 

canonist involvenent in the Negro movement (Camunism 

and die Negro Movement, October 16, 1963, App. A, Ex. 12) 

A cover memorandum of this analysis written by Assistant 

to the Director A.H. Belmont to Associate Director Clyde 

A. Tolson reads: 

"The attached analysis of Camunism 
and the Negro Movement is highly 
explosive. It can be regarded as a 
personal attack on Martin Luther 
King, there is no doubt it will 
have a heavy impact on die Attorney 
General and anyone else to whom we 
disseminate it ... This memorandum 
may startle the Attorney General, 
particularly in view of his past 
association with King, and die fact 
that we are disseminating this out¬ 
side the Department" (Memo from 
Belmont to Tolson, October 17, 1963 
App. A, Ex. 13). 
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To the latter part, the Director wrote, "We must do our 

duty." Mr. Belmont further said: 

"Nevertheless, the wesnoranitxn is a 
powerful warning against Canonist 
influence in the Negro movement ..." 

The Director issued his feeling to this position and 

added, "I am glad that you recognize at last that there 

exists such influence." 
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2. Predicate for the Security Investigation 

The security Investigation of Dr. Martin Luther King, 

Jr., and the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) 

was predicated on the belief that they were under the 

influence of the Ccnuunist Party, Chi ted States of America 

(CPUSA). The basis for this belief was that Dr. King relied 

upon one particular advisor who was tabbed by the FBI as a 

ranking Cotnunist Party marker (H} 100-392452-133). 

This characterization of the advisor was provided by 

sources the Bureau considered reliable. The task force was 

privy to this characterization through both our file review 

and our September 2, 1976, conference with representatives 

of the Bureau's Intelligence Division. For security 

purposes the sources were not fully identified to the 

task force. Therefore, the veracity of the sources and the 

characterization are remaining questions. 

The advisor's relationship to King and the SCLC 

is amply evidenced In the files and the task force 

concludes that he was a most trusted advisor. The files 

are replete with instances of his counseling King and 

his organization on matters pertaining to organization. 



finance, political strategy and speech writing. Seme 

examples follow; 

The advisor organized, in King's name, a fund 

raising society (HQ 100-106670-47, 48). This organization 

and the SCLC were in large measure financed by concerts 

arranged by this person (HQ 100-106670-30). He also 

lent counsel to King and the SCLC on the tax consequences 

of charitable gifts. 

On political strategy, he suggested King make a 

public statement calling for the appointment of a black 

to the Supreme Court (HQ'100-106670-32, 33). This person 

advised against accepting a movie offer from a movie 

director and against approaching Attorney General Kennedy 

on behalf of a labor leader (HQ 100-106670-24). In each 

instance his advice was. accepted. 

King's speech before the AFL-CI0 National Convention 

in December, 1961 was written by this advisor (HQ 100-392452- 

131). He also prepared King's May 1962 speech before the 

TJhited Packing House Workers Convention (HQ 100-106670-119). 

In 1965 he prepared responses to press questions directed 

to Dr. King from a Los Angeles radio station regarding 

the Los Angeles racial riots and from the "New York Times” 

regarding the Vietnam War, 
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The relationship between King and his advisor* 

as indicated, is clear to the task farce. What is not 

clear is whether this relationship ought to have been 

considered either a possible national security threat or 

CPUSA directed. We conclude that justification nay have 

existed for the opening of King's security investigation 

but its protracted continuation was unwarranted. 

Our conclusion that the investigation's opening 

nay have been justified is primarily based on memoranda, 

sunnarized below, written during the first six months of 

1962. It is pointed out that in October, 1962 the Bureau 

ordered die OCMINFIL SCLC investigation (HQ 100-438794-9). 

In January the Director wrote the Attorney General 

and told him that one of King's advisors was a cormunist. 

At this time he also pointed out that the advisor wrote 

King's December, 1961 AFL-CIO speech and assisted King in 

SCLC matters (HQ 100-392452-131). 

In March the Attorney General was advised that a 

March 3, 1962 issue of 'The Nation" magazine carried an 



article critical of the administration's handling of 

civil rights. The article was ostensibly written by 

Martin Luther King but in fact the true author was 

another advisor characterized by the FBI as a ranking 

member of the Conmnist Party (H5 100-106670-30, 31). 

In May the Attorney General learned that the CPUSA 

considered King and the SCLC its most important work because 

the Kennedy Administration was politically dependent upon 

King (Hi 100-106670-58). 

Lastly, in June, 1962 the Attorney General became 

aware that King's alleged Comm mist advisor had reccomended 

the second ranking Ccmmnist to be one of King's principal 

assistants (HQ 100-106670-79, 80). Later King accepted 

the recommendation. 

The conclusion that the investigation's continuance 

was unwarranted is based on the following task force finding: 

The Bureau to date has no evidence whatsoever that 

Dr. King was ever a conmnist or affiliated with the CPUSA. 

This was so stated to urn by representatives of the Bureau's 

Intelligence Division during our September 2, 1976 conference. 

This admission is supported by our perusal of files, \rtiich 

included informants' memoranda and physical, microphone and 

telephone surveillance memoranda, in which we found no such 

Indication concerning Dr. King. 
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The Bureau provided us with no documentation 

that the SCLC mder Dr. King was anything other than a 

legitimate organization devoted to the civil rights move* 

meat. 

The Bureau files that we examined lacked any infor¬ 

mation that the alleged Cccnunists’ advice was dictated by 

tiie CPUSA or inimical to the interests of the Ihited States. 

Indeed, in early 1963 the Bureau learned through reliable 

sources the principal advisor had disassociated himself 

from the CPUSA. His reason was the CPUSA was not suffi¬ 

ciently involving itself in race relations and the civil 

rights movement (HQ 100-392452-195). 

3. King-Hoover Dispute 

The flames of Director Hoover's antipathy for 

Dr. King were fanned into open hostility in late 1962 when 

Dr. King criticized the Bureau's performance during an 

investigation of a racial disturbance in Albany, Georgia. 

Efforts to interview King by the Bureau were not successful 

(HQ 157-6-2-965) and the matter lay dormant for a time. 

The controversy was publicly rekindled in early 1964 

vfoen the Director testified before a House appropriations 

subcommittee that he believed cocuunist influence existed 
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in the Negro movement. King countered by accusing the 

Director of abetting racists and right wingers (HQ 100-3 

116-1291). During November of 1964, the Director told 

a group of Washington women reporters that King was "the 

most notorious liar in the com try." A week later. Director 

Hoover referred to "sexual degenerates in pressure groups" 

in a speech at Loyola University (HQ 162-7827-16). 

Dr. King mi bis Immediate staff requested a meeting 

with Director Hoover to clear up the misunderstanding. The 

meeting was held on December 1, 1964. Hoover claimed that 

"he had taken the ball away from King at the beginning," 

explaining the Bureau's function and doing most of the 

talking. On the other hand. King apologized for remarks 

attributed to him and praised the work of the Bureau. Thus, 

an uneasy truce was momentarily reached. (HQ 100-106670-563, 

607.) 

However, the controversy flared again when a letter 

was circulated by the Southern Christian Educational Fund 

(SCEF) which referred to the criticism of Dr. King by the 

Director and urged the recipients of the letter to write 

or wire ths President to rsnovs Hoover frem office * In n 

memo from Sullivan to Belmont on Decanter 14, 1964, Sullivan 

stated: 
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“In yiev of this situation, realism 
makes it mandatory that we take every 
prudent step that we can take to energe 
completely victoriously in this conflict, 
Vte should not take any ineffective or 
half-way measures, nor blind ourselves' 
to the realities of the situation," 

' (HQ 100-106670-627.) 

We believe the persistent controversy between Dr. 

King and Director Hoover was a major factor in the Bureau's 

determination to discredit Dr. King and ultimately destroy 

his leadership role in the civil rights movement. 

4. Technical Surveillance 

Our review of FBI files and interviews with Bureau 

personnel substantially confirms with a few additions the 

finftingg which have already been reported by Mr. Murphy 

and the Senate Select Cccndttee on Intelligence with respect 

to the electronic surveillance of Dr. King and his associates. 

We found that some microphone surveillances were 

installed in New York City against Dr. King and his associates 

which have not thus far been reported. These installations 

were as follows: 

Americana Hotel (HQ 100-106670-2224, 4048) 
4/2-3/65 < symbol) 
6/3-3/65 ( symbol) 
1/21-24/66 (no synbol) 

Sheraton Atlantic (NT 100-136585 Sub-Files 7-8) 
12/10-11/65 (synbol) 

New York Hilton (NY 100-136585 Sub Files 11-12) 
10/25-27/65 (synbol) 
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All of these Installations with the exception of 

the placement at the Americana Hotel in January; 1966 

appear to have been unproductive either because Dr. King 

did not reside at the hotel as planned or the recordings 

made did not pick up any significant Information. 

The installation by the New York Field Office at 

the Americana Hotel on January 21, to 24, 1966, caused 

some consternation within the FBI hierarchy and is 

illustrative of how the Bureau apparatus could/ on rare 

occasion, continue to function even contrary to the wishes 

of the Director. The installation was made at the Americana 

on January 21, 1966, pursuant to the request of SAC Rooney 

in New York. Assistant Director William Sullivan authorized 

the coverage. Bureau files Indicate that Associate 

Director Clyde Tolson, upon being informed of the coverage, 

wrote bade on the same day in a rather perturbed fashion to 

have the microphone ranoved "at once." Tolson advised the 

Director that 'ho one here" approved the coverage and that 

he had again Instructed Sullivan to have no microphone 

installations without the Director's approval. Hoover 

confirmed Tolson’s directive. (HQ 100-106670-2224X). 

No synbol nunber was ever attached to this coverage 

as was the standard practice. This was apparently due to 

the strong disapproval voiced by Headquarters. Yet, despite 
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Hoover's orders, the coverage was maintained and a good 

deal of intelligence on King's personal activities was 
i 

obtained and transcribed, these activities are reflected 

in a six page manorandun. (HQ 100-106670-4048.) 

Irrespective of the level of Bureau approval 

which was required for electronic surveillance installa¬ 

tions during the King years, our review reinforced the 

conclusions of the Senate Select Committee that the purposes 

behind this intelligence gathering became twisted. Several 

Instances of Bureau correspondence are instructive. Section 

Chief Baungardner in recommending coverage of King in 

Honolulu urged an exposure of King's "moral weakness" 

so that he could be "for the security of the nation, com¬ 

pletely discredited" (HQ 100-106670 Jme File, Memo Baumgardner 

to Sullivan, January 28, 1964). In a similar meno from 

Sullivan to Belmont recommending coverage in Milwaukee at 

the Schroeder Hotel, the expressed purpose was to gather 

information on "entertainment" in which King might be engaging 

similar to that "uncovered at the Willard Hotel" (HQ 100- 

106670 June File, Mano Sullivan to Belmont, January 17, 1964). 

Director Hoover, upon being informed of the results 

of the surveillance, ordered that they all be Immediately 

transcribed despite Deloach's recommendation that the tran¬ 

scribing be done later (HQ 100-106670-1024). As each of the 



file reviews has shewn, portions of sunmarles of Che 

transcripts were widely disseminated among governmental 

officials. These disseminations included a rather 

comprehensive six volume transmittal by the Bureau In 

June, 1968. This was at the apparent request of the 

President through Special Counsel Larry Tenple for all 

Information concerning Dr. King, including the instructions 

and approval of former Attorney General Kennedy regarding 

the electronic surveillance of King (Memo R. W. Smith to 

William Sullivan, June 2, 1968, referring to memo DeLoach 

to Tolscn, May 24, 1968, setting forth the President's 

Request). Included with the transcripts were several 

sunmarles, previously disseminated, and several hundred 

pages of Bureau canrunications to the White House from 

1962 to 1968 regarding King and his associates. The 

purpose of the White House request was not stated, but it 

was the nest complete accunilation of transmitted Informa¬ 

tion on the electronic surveillance of King which we 

encountered during our review of Bureau files. The task 

force noted the timing of the alleged White House request 

and subsequent transmittal particularly in light of 
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Director Hoover's camuni cation to the White House on ' 

March 26, 1968 (included In die transmittal) which 

advised that Robert Kennedy had attempted to contact 

Dr. King before announcing his candidacy for the 

Presidency (HQ 100-106670-3262). 

The task force reviewed selected portions of all 

of the transcripts in the King file as well as selected 

portions of several tapes from vhich the transcripts 

were obtained An inventory of the tapes reviewed is 

set forth below: 

1) Washington, D.C., 1/5-6/64 (Willard ifotel, 
15 reels) - Reel Nos. 1-6, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 14 

2) Atlanta Tape (symbol) (one reel) 

3) Composite Tape 12/15/64 
Track No. 1 - Washington, D.C. recordings 
(edited version of 15 reels) 

Essentially, we reviewed the tapes by listening to the 

beginning, middle, and end of each tape and compared it to 

the corresponding transcript. They were basically accurate 

transcriptions in the sense that what was in the transcripts 

was also on the tapes. However, some material on the tapes 

was not put on the transcripts apparently because either 

that portion of the recording was garbled or unclear or 

it was considered unimportant. 
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Our review of the composite tape, the Atlanta 

tape and the agents handwritten notes included in the 

box. with the recordings from the IS Hard Hotel gave an 

additional Indication of where the Bureau's interest 

lay with respect to Dr. King. The composite tape contained 

’’highlights" of the fifteen reels of tape from the Willard 

Hotel and appeared to consist of little more than episodes 

of private conversations and activities which the Bureau 

dose to extract from the original recordings. The 

Atlanta tape was obtained from the telephone tap on the 

King residence and consisted o£"several of Dr. King's 

conversations. These included conversations of Dr. King 

with his wife regarding his personal life and had nothing 

to do with his political or civil rights activities. The 

handwritten nates from the original Willard tapes contained 

notations as to tdiat point in the tape a particular personal 

activity or conversation took place. 

5. COUTTELPRO Type and Other Illegal Activities 

The task force has documented an extensive program 

within the FBI during the years 1964 to 1968 to discredit 

Dr. King. Pursuant to a Bureau meeting on Decenber 23, 1963 

to plan a King strategy and the Sullivan proposal in January, 

1964 to promote a new blade leader, the FBI accelerated its 
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program of disseminating derogatory information, tfilch 

was heavily fraught with the Bureau* s own characteriza¬ 

tions of King, to various individuals and organizations 

who were In critical positions vis-a-vis the civil rights 

leader. Our review has essentially confirmed those already 

performed by the Civil Rights Division and the Senate Select 

Committee and we, therefore, do not dwell on those areas 

which they have already covered. We did find, however, 

additional proposed activities against Dr. King, scoe of 

which were approved by the Director. They are instructive 

not only In revealing the extent to which the Bureau was 

willing to carry its efforts but also in shewing the 

atmosphere among sane of the rank and file which this 

program against King created. 

In November, 1964, the Bureau discovered that 

Dr. King was desirous of meeting with high British officials 

while in England during King's planned trip to Europe. 

Section Chief Baumgardner recommended a briefing for the 

purpose of informing British officials concerning King's 

purported camunist affiliations and private life 

(HD 100-106670-522, 523). Within three days the briefings 

had been completed (HQ 100-106670-525, 534, 535). 

-133- 



Che particular dissentnation, the contents of which 

was not revealed in the files, was apparently initiated 

and carried out personally by the Director. On January 22, 

1965, the SAC in Atlanta advised Mr. Sullivan that, 

pursuant to their electronic surveillance, the Bureau 

*__ _ a _v»i_1_9 - %_ - 9 n ^ 1. it - - ^ ■ - - * - _t _9 

learned mar *oxig nao pnonea *aj.pn Aoemauiy ana cocpiauieo 

that Hoover had had a meeting with a particular Atlanta 

official while in Washington attending the Inauguration. 

According to King, when this official returned to 

Atlanta he contacted Dr. King senior and passed on a 

"good deal" of information. According to Sullivan’s 

mono to Belmont, Dr. King, Jr. was very upset (HQ 100- 

106670-768). The files did not reveal any formal proposal 

for this briefing but Section Chief Baumgardner later speculated 

that the Atlanta official was Chief of Police Jenkins 

since the Director had met with him on January 18, 1965 

(HQ 100-106670-780). The files do not indicate whether 

the Director suggested that the information be passed on 

to Dr. Kina'8 father. 
w 
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In cotmecfcLan with the post-assassinetlon 

efforts to declare a national holiday in mmory of 

Dr. King the Senate Select Ccrmittee has outlined 

in its report the attempts by the Bureau to prevent 

such a declaration by briefing various members of 

Congress on King’s background (HQ 100-106670-3586). 

We discovered that the Bureau also sent a monograph 

cn King to the President and the Attorney General 

in 1969 for this same purpose (HQ 100-106670-3559). 

The Bureau’s efforts to discredit Dr. King’s 

movement also included attempts to damage the 

reputation of King's family and friends. The Bureau 

looked very closely at Coretta King although a 

security investigation was never opened. This 

included scrutinizing her travels in an attempt 

to uncover possible facts embarrassing to her. 

These attempts also Included a plan, proposed 
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by Assistant to the Director Deloach and approved 

by Hoover to leak information to the press that Coretta 

King and Ralph Abernathy were deliberately plotting to 

keep the assassination in the news by claiming a conspiracy 

existed In order to keep monetary contributions flowing 

for their benefit (HQ 44-38861-5654). 

Ralph Abernathy and Andrew Young also became Bureau 

targets. Shortly after the assassination the field was 

instructed to report any information on possible "immoral 

activities" of King's two associates (HQ 62-198052-Unrecorded 

serial, Atlanta to Director, April 29, 1968). Presumably 

there were CX)D7TELPRO type purposes behind this request. 

The Atlanta Field Office in attempting to demonstrate 

tiie Initiative and imagination demanded by Headquarters 

proposed additional measures against Ralph Abernathy. The 

Bureau learned that after Dr. King’s death. Rev. Abernathy 

say have voiced some concern over possible assassination 

attempts an his own life. The Atlanta office proposed that 

the Bureau begin notifying Abernathy directly (instead of 

only informing the police) of all threats against him in 

order to confuse and worry him (HQ 62-108052-Unrecorded 

serial, Atlanta to Director, March 28, 1969). This activity 

was not approved by Headquarters. 
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Bureau files indicate that the FBI nay have also 

attainted to help the executive branch in its efforts 

to deal with Abernathy after King's death. In a meao 

to Associate Director Tolson, Director Hoover related 

a telephone conversation with former Vice President 

Agnew in vdiich Mr. Agnew expressed concern over the 

"inflamoatory" statements which Abernathy had made. 

The Vice President was seeking information from Hoover 

which could be useful in destroying the credibility of 

Rev. Abernathy. Hoover agreed to the request (H3 100- 

106670-Urtrecorded serial, Hoover to Tolson, May 18, 1970). 

We did not find vhat information, if any, was forwarded 

to the Vice President. 

Finally, ve discovered that a series of illegal 

surreptitious entries was conducted by the FBI. Sane 

of these entries had as one purpose, among others, the 

obtaining of information about Dr. King. Ihe FBI in 

the review of its indices was unable to locate records 

of any entries onto the premises of Dr. King or the SCLC. 
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The agents began to retrieve information about 

Dr. King during these entries through the use of photo¬ 

graphs. In one instance a supervisor in the appropriate 

field office requested authority to conduct an entry 

for the express purpose of obtaining information about 

Dr. King. The proposed entry was approved at Head¬ 

quarters pursuant to a telephone call by an Inspector 

and was later conducted. 

On four subsequent occasions the Bureau again 

conducted entries and obtained information concerning 

King and the SCLC. Ch one such occasion a specimen of 

King's handwriting was obtained. The purpose of 

gathering this piece of intelligence was not revealed. 

Bureau policy at the time of these entries 
* 

required the approval of such field requests by 

Director Hoover or Associate Director Tolson (Memo 

Director, FBI, to Attorney General, Septenber 23, 1975). 

Me assume that such approval was granted. Handwritten 
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notations on the field office memos Indicate that 

the Bureau was advised of the entries In each case. 

We also raise the issue of these illegal entries 

because aside from being violative of Fourth Amendment 

rights the entries ran the risk of Invading a privileged 

relationship. 

We note in passing that the FBI continued to 

ecploy an informant in the SCLC despite the fact that 

the informant conceded to agents that the informant had 

embezzled some SCLC funds. The Bureau voiced strong 

disapproval of these activities. Yet, no legal or 

disciplinary action was ever taken with respect to 

the informant (HQ 134-11126-56 , 57). 

B. Critical Evaluation of the Security Investigation 

In the area of domestic intelligence the mandate 

of die FBI has been both broadly and vaguely defined. 

It is stated in the Code of Federal Regulations as follows 
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(The FBI shall:) carry out the Presidential 
directive of September 6, 1939, as reaffirmed 
by Presidential directives of January 8, 1943, 
July 24, 1950 and Decenter 15, 1953, designating 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation to take 
charge of investigative work in matters relating 
to espionage, sabotage, subversive activities, 
and related matters (28 CTR 0.85 (d)). 

Given this charter and the history of the sometimes 

overpowering influence of the views of the late Director 

J. Edgar Hoover on his subordinates and on succesive 

Attorneys General, it was understandable that a security 

investigation should be initiated into the possible 

influence of the Carraunist Party, U.S.A., cn Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr. TWo of King's close advisors, at the 

outset of the security matter, were reported to be 

Ccmrnmist Party members by sources relied vpoh by the 

Bureau. 

The security investigation continued for almost 

six years until Dr. King's death. It verified, in our 

view, that one alleged Ccmmunist was a very influential 
y 

advisor to Dr. King (and hence the Southern Christian 

Leadership Conference) on the strategy and tactics of 

King's leadership of the black civil rights movenent of 

the early and raid-sixties. Another had no such weight 

although he seemed to be of use to King. But this 

very lengthy investigative concentration an King and cn 
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the principal advisor established, in our opinion, 

that he did not "sell" Dr. King any course of conduct 

or of advocacy vhich can be identified as connunist or 
« 

"Party line". King, himself never varied publicly or 

privately from his ccrmAtment to non-violence and did 

not advocate the overthrow of the government of the 

Uhited States by violence or subversion. To the contrary, 

he advocated an end to the discrimination and disenfran¬ 

chisement of minority groups which the Constitution and 

the courts denounced in terms as strong as his. We 

concluded that Dr. King was no threat to domestic security. 

And the Bureau's continued intense surveillance 

and investigation of the advisor clearly developed that 

he had disassociated himself from the Connunist Party 

in 1963 because he felt it failed adequately to serve 

the civil rights movement. Thus the 1 inch-pin of the 

security investigation of Dr. King had pulled himself 

out. 

We think the security investigation which included 

both physical and technical surveillance, should have been 

terminated on the basis of what was learned in 1963. 

That it was intensified and augmented by a COINIELPRO type 

campaign against Dr. King was unwarranted; the COINIELPRO 

type canpaign, moreover, was ultra vires and very probably 

in violation of 18 U.S.C. 241 (and 242), i.e. felonious. 
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The continuing security investigation reflects also 

^ ____a__^ __ a tu_f -i_ «-*_f *.!_ tnat tne Attorney general ana we mvuun cnaxgea wiui 

responsibility for internal security natters failed badly 

in what should have been firm supervision of the FBI's 

internal security activities. 



IV. rccmSNDAIIONS 

A. As To The Mirder Investigation 

The task force does not fault the technical 

competence of the investigation conducted into the 

death of Dr. King. We found no new evidence which 

calls for action by State or Federal Authorities. 

Our concern has developed over adninis trative 
% 

concomitants of the crime detection tactics. 

1. The progress of such sensitive cases 

as the King trurder investigation and the development 

of legally sufficient evidence to sustain prosecution 

are- properly the ultimate responsibility of the Division 

of the Department having supervision of the kind of 

criminal prosecution involved. The Division head should 

delineate *hat progress reports he wishes. The Bureau 

should not be permitted to manipulate its submission of 

reports to serve its purposes, such as the protection 

of its public relation efforts, or the prevention of the 

responsible Division of the Department from causing the 

Bureau to pursue a line of inquiry which the Bureau does 

not approve. The Attorney General and his Assistants are 

the officers most accountable to the electorate and they, 

not the police agency, trust maintain effective supervision. 
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2. As a corollary of our espousal of tighter 

Department authority over the FBI, we recccmend that the 

Bureau'8 public relations activities and press relations 

be controlled by the Attorney General's Office of Public 

Information. Clear directives to prevent the development 

of personality cults around particular Bureau Directors 

and officials should be drawn. Bureau press releases should 

be cleared through the Office of Public Information. 

3. The task force reccnmends that in sensitive 

cases no criminal action be instituted by the Bureau without 

the closest coordination and consultation with the supervising 

Division of the Department. This supervision by the Depart¬ 

ment should be as tight as the control and consultation the 

Bureau had with its Field Offices as exhibited in our review 

of the assassination investigation. 

4. It was observed that almost no blacks wre in 

the FBI special agent's corps in the 1960's and none in 

the Bureau's hierarchy. This undoubtedly had the effect 

of limiting not only the outlook and understanding of the 

problems of race relations, but also must have hindered the 

ability of investigators to conmunicate fully with blacks 

during the nurder investigation. By way of illustration 

had there been black agents in the Memphis Field Office 

participating fully in the investigation of Dr. King's 

nurder, it is unlikely that the interviews with 
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at least three black marchers of the Menphis Police and Fire 

Department would have been overlooked. It is also very 

probable that black citizen "lead!4 input would hove been 

greater. 

B. As To The Security Investigation 

The task force was charged to address itself 

particularly to the question of vfoether the nature of the 

relationship between the Bureau and It. King called for 

criminal prosecution, disciplinary proceedings, or other 

appropriate action. Our responses follow. 

1. Because the five year statute of limitations 

has long since ns\ we cannot reCuTntStd criminal prosecution 

of any Bureau personnel, past or present, responsible for 

the possible criminal harrassment of Dr. King. (18 U.S.C. 

3282). No evidence of a continuing conspiracy was found. 

2. The responsibility for initiating and prolonging 

the security investigation rested an the deceased Director 

of the Bureau and his immediate lieutenants, some of whom 

are also deceased and the remainder of whan are retired. 

They are beyond the reach of disciplinary action. The few 

Bureau personnel tho had anything to do with the King security 

investigation and who are still In active service, did not 

make coomand decisions and merely followed orders. We do not 
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chink they are the proper subjects of any disciplinary 

action. Some of the activities conducted, such as the 

technical electronic surveillance, had the approval of 

tiie then Attorney General. The Courts had not adequately 

dealt with that authority rested in the executive branch 

to initiate such surveillance in the interest of "national 

security". He do not think the "leg men" in the Bureau 

should be held to an undefined standard of behavior, ouch 

less a standard not observed by the highest legal officer 

of the government. 

The Bureau’s OOINIELPRO type activities, the illicit 

disssnination of raw investigative data to discredit 

Dr. King, the efforts to intimidate him, to break up his 

marriage, and the explicit and implicit efforts to black¬ 

mail him, were not fully known to the Department, but were 

none-the-less ordered and directed by Director Hoover, 

Assistant to the Director Deloach, Assistant Director 

Sullivan and the Section Chief under him. 

In our view their subordinates were far rmoved 

from decision responsibility. Moreover, we think the 

subordinates clearly felt that, by reason of Director 

Hoover's overpowering and intimidating domination of the 

Bureau, they had no choice but to implement the Bureau's 

directions. Punitive action against the very few 
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remaining subordinate agents would seem to the- task force 

to be Inappropriate in these circumstances and at this 

very late date. 

3. The Bureau's illicit surveillance produced 

tapes and transcripts concerning King and many others. 

These may be sought by King’s heirs and representatives. 

Wbrse still, they may be sought by members of the public 

at large under the Freedom of Information Act. We 

reccranend that these tapes and transcripts be sealed and 

sent to the National Archives and that the Cbngress be 

asked to pass legislation denying any access to them 

whatever and authorizing and directing their total 

destruction along with the destruction of material in 

reports and memoranda derived from them. 

4. The potential for abuse by the individual 

occupying the office of Director of the FBI has been 

anply demonstrated by our investigation. We think it is 

a responsibility of the Department in the first instance 

and, secondarily, of the Congress to oversee the conduct 

of the FBI (and the other police agencies of the govern¬ 

ment). We endorse the establishment by the Attorney 

General of the Office of Professional Besponsibility on 

Decenber 9, 1975, as an effective means for intra-departmental 

policing of the Bureau. We also think the permanent 



Senate Select Permittee on Intelligence Is an appro¬ 

priate agency of the legislative aim to oversee the 

performance of the Bureau. Both the Office of Pro¬ 

fessional Responsibility and the Senate Select Gocmittee 

should be expressly designated in their respective 

enabling regulations and resolutions to be a place to 

which Bureau subordinates nay complain, confidentially 

and with impunity, of orders vMch they believe to 

threaten a violation of the civil rights and liberties 

of citizens and inhabitants of the United States. 

5. It seens to us that the unauthorized malicious 

dissemination of investigative data from FBI files should 

be more than the presently prescribed misdemeanor (5 USC 

552a(i)(l». A felony penalty should be added. 

Parenthetically, it should be noted here that it 

should be made clear that it is improper (but not criminal) 
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far the Bureau to by-pass the Attorney General and deal 

directly with the White House. 

6. The task force reacnmends that the IBI have no 

authority to engage in COINTELPHD type activities which 

involve affirmative jwnitive action following Star 

Chamber decisions with respect to citizens or inhabitants 

{See 18 U.S.C. 241 and 242). We believe that the guide¬ 

lines which the presort Attorney General has established 

to govern the FBI's domestic security investigations 

effectively preclude these activities. Those guidelines 

moreover, appear to us to permit only strictly legal 

investigative techniques to be errplcyed in full scale 

dorestic security investigations. This too we endorse. 

The foregoing comprises cur report and reccmenda- 

ticns. It is respectfully submitted. 

January H, 1977 
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EXHIBIT 3 
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Fora 383 
THE CITY OF MEMPHIS HOSPITALS 

AUTOPSY PROTOCOL 

Autoosv Wo. A55-252 . . _ Service Vo 1, Tx. We^oltal Wo.-- 

Name Martin Luther Kim*. Jr._to. 12. D»re;'»rr"Sf» 

Date of Admission 

. Unj;now:s-Apprcxi atcly 

_Date and Hour of Death. ■ 

Date and Hour of Autopsy- 4-4-65 10:45 P.»L 

Pathologist rrg..^rur.t ar.d Frnncl*to Assistant- 

Checked bv _EWe Completed-4»H»6S 

fikal pathological diagnosis 

PRIMARY SRIES: 

I, Distant gunshot wound to body nnd face 
A. Fracture of right mandible 
B. Laceration of vertebral artery, jugular vein and subclavian 

artery, ripfct 
C. Fracture of spine (T-l, C-7) 
D. Laceration of spinal cord (lover cervical, upper thoracic ) 
E. Submucosal hemorrhage, larynx 
F. Intrapulnonary hematoma, apex right upper lobo 

SECONDARY SERIES: 

1, Remote scars as described 
2, Pleural adhesions 
3, Fatty change liver, moderate 
4, Arteriosclerosis, moderate 
5* Venous cut-downs 
6, Tracheostomy 

LABORATORY FIKDI YflS: 

Blood Alcohol - 0.01* 
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EXHIBIT 4 



JAhESEASL SAZ 

• Some Known Expenditures: April 23, 1967 - Jrae 8, 1968 . f 

Section Serial Item . Amount Date 

71 5246 Rent for one week at 2731 
N. Sheffield; Chicago 

$13.61 4/30/67 
* 

« 

74 5448 1959 Chrysler; Chicago $200.00 6/5/67 

74 5413 1962 Plymouth; East St. 
Louis 

$209.50 7/14/67 

74 5437X Bourgarde Motel; Dorian, 
Canada 

$17.28 7/17/67 

19 2192 Rent for Apt. at Harkey, $150.00 
Apts., 2585 Notre Dane Street, 
Montreal at $75/xo; Montreal 

7/19/67 

60 4692 Suit at English Scotch 
Woolen Conpany; Montreal 

$75.06 7/22/67 

* 
19 2192 Book ordered from Future. 

Books in Inglewood, Calif.; 
Montreal 

$9.00 7/24/67 

17 2068 Correspondence course at 
Locksnithing Institute in 
Mew Jersey; Montreal 

$17.50 7/28/67 

1 

74 5402 Grey Rocks Inn frera 7/30 
to 8/5; Canada 

$195.15 8/5/67 

• 

19 2192 Formula for making glass 
purchase by money order to 
E.Z. Formula; Montreal 

$1.00 8/9/67 

„ 74 ~ 5400 Granada Hotel; Birmingham $4.50 8/26/61 

f 

* 

* 

21 2324 Roan and board for one week $22.50 8/26/61 
* 

i. 

i 
6 628 1966 White Ford Mustang; $1,995.00 

Birmingham 
8/30/Cl 

| 
♦ 

21 2324 Roan and board; Birmingham $22.50 9/2/67 

21 2324 Bxn and board; Birmingham $22.50 9/9/67 

) 21 2324 Dance lessens; Birmingham $10.00 9/12/C 

* 
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Section Serial Itgn Aacunt Date 
• . * 

21 2324 toon end beard; Birmingham $22.50 9/16/67 

21 2324 Roan end board; Birmingham $22.50 9/23/67 

9 ; 1135 
* • 

Camera equipment/ Superior $337.24 
Bulk Film Co.; Birmingham 

9/28/67 
s 

18 2118 Roan only; Birmingham $17.50 9/20/67 

55 1422 .38 Caliber, Liberty 
Chief Revolver $65.00 10/1/67 

75 5496 Hotel San Francisco - 
10/10; Acapulco $6.00 10/11/67 

75 5496 Pancho Villa - 10/15; 
Guadalajara 

$3.20 10/16/67 

75 5496 Pancho Villa - 10/18; 
Guadalajara" 

$3.20 10/19/67 

€9 5150 Hotel Rio at $4.80/day- 
10/19-11/6; Puerto 
Vallarta 

$91.20 11/6/67 

69 5150 Elisa Arellano to rent 
apt.; Puerto Vallarta 

$48.00 IV /67 

69 5150 Hotel Tropicana at $7.20 
day - 11/7-11/13? Puerto 
Vallarta 

$43.20 1V13/67 

6 668 Pent at 1535 N. Serrano; $127.50 11/1S/67 

6 668 Utilities at 1535 N. 
Serrano; Los Angeles $10.00 1V20/67 

52 4143 Appointment with Dr. Hark 
freeman; Beverly Hills 

$25.00 1V27/67 

52 4143 Appointment with Dr. Mark 
Freeman 

$25.00 
* 

13/30/67 

52 4143 Appointment with Dr. Mark 
freeman 

$25.00 12/4/67 

52 4143 Dance lessens at National 
Dance Studio; Los Angeles 

$29.00 12/5/67 

52 4143 Appointment with Freeman $25.00 12/6/67 

52 4143 Dance lessons $29.00 12/7/67 
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Section Serial Item Aircunt 2az* 

• 

52 4143 Appointment with Freanan $25.00 - 12/11/6'! 

52 4143 Dance lessons $29.00 12/12/6' 

6 
22 

. 745 
2325 Dance lessons 

• 

$100.00 12/14/6' 

52 4143 Appointment with Freenan $25.00 12/14/6' 

74 5399 Provincial Motel - 12/17- 
12/19; New Orleans 

. $24.00 12/19/6 

6 
22 

745 
2325 Dance lessons $364.00 12/21/6 

22 2325 Locksni thing Institute; 
Los Angeles 

$15.00 1/8/68 

22 2325 International School of 
Bartending; Los Angeles 

$20.00 1/19/61 

22 2325 International School of 
' Bartending; Los Angeles 

$105.00 1/20/i 

. 22 2325 Rent at St. Francis Hotel; 
Los Angeles 

$85.00 1/21/i 

12 1500 Free Press of Los Angeles $4.25 l/29/l 

22 2325 Locksmithing Institute $7.50 1/31/* 

12 1500 C.M. Hedgpeth, mail forward¬ 
ing service 

$3.00 2/1/6 

6 668 Rent at St. Francis Hotel $85.00 2/21/ 

12 1500 Future Books $6.44 2/26/ 

12 .. 1500 Tiffany Enterprises $9.98 2/26/1 

22 2325 locksmithing Institute $7.50 2/26; 

22 2325 loeksnith Ledger $5.25 2/26; 

12 1428 Locksmithing Institute $15.00 3/8/i 

8 1033 Roorn/Week at 113 14th St.; 
Atlanta $10.00 3/24, 
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EXHIBIT 5 



Serial . I tea Ancir.r Data 

5502 Flamingo Motel 3/22; 
Selma 

$8.00 3/23/63 

1428 locksni thing Institute; 
Atlanta 

$7.50 

• • 

3/28/68 

5725 Travelodge Motel; 
Birmingham 

$8.48 3/29/68 

432 Purchase of rifle 
Birmingham 

$248.59 3/29/68 

1033 Roan in Atlanta $10.00 3/21/68 

630 Rexall Drugstore; Whitehaven, 
Tenn. 

$1.83 4/3/68 

327 Rocming house on Main St.; 
Memphis 

$8.50 4/4/68 

46 Binoculars; Msnphis $41.55 4/4/68 

4454 Rent/week at 962 DurxJas St.; 
Toronto 

$9.00 4/16/68 

4454 Round trip airplane ticket; 
Toronto 

$345.00 5/2/68 



Section 

68 

JWZS IARL SSf 

Known Inecmat A^ril 23, 19oT - June 8, 19.5o 

Serial 

5100 Payroll checks fran Indian Trail Restaurant 
Winnetka, Illinois 

May 7 
May 14 
May 21 
May 28 
June 4 
June 11 
June 18 
June 25 

$ 57.69 
84.89 
84.89 
84.89 
89.63 
89.63 
95.19 
77.53 

$664.34 
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‘united*states cov ;ment 

Memorandum. 
Vv^’E.-'' 

May 22, 1961 - 
* # >•.*•*4 >5 «-S*llun- 

„ i • 1/ T*U. **•"«.- 
1 r - lM«- 
■ • * 
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(\ J 

[. C. H. SCATmW.Wv 

date: 

subject: 

MARTIN LUTilER KING. JR.; 
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Memorandum to Mr. Rosen 

I 

» - 
ftartin Lather Kin?. Jr, 

* Reverend Martin Uther King, Jr., prominent integrationist 
who led bus boycott in Montgomery, Alabama and f 
[tions * has been associated with National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored'People and Congress of Racial Equality, 
[has not been invegi^aj^lJ}y_jLh.e 

''Bureau Yilcs^rev^alT'^ing winked Socialist ftorkcrs^Party 

o£ Senate 
Young Socialist 

^League campaign on Denaii oa yiwuiw w* *uw*»fc *w»w.. 
* , ♦ 

King in 1950*s mentioned as potential victim of assassin¬ 
ation plot and- inJL957_at.t.cnde(L.Cos.ununistJ'artv^jiAftinucIloAl. 
— __j rAnftrtwlTv «ave closin'? socecl>. king President of 

* 

I* 

•nation plot and in^lpoT^atXcnded-Comjr.unist 
itNscainar and ronortedfv gave closing speech. King lresident of 
U>--r a " ‘ 

^jJ^sy**** & 

it 



Memorandum to Mr. Rosen’ 

ii Davis. Jr., Communist Party official, for giving blood when he 
was in a hospital following assault. King in I960 indicated his 
support for Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobcll (cited 
by House Committee on Un-American Activities (h’CUA) as communist 
yron\) miu xn xyux muu tii utiw iu a iianva VlliAWIl W ( 

for integration of FDI to help speed integration. King attended 
meetings with integration leaders in Montgomery, Alabama', 5-21-61, 
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VNITFD STATES GCVERNMI- 

Memorandum 
Idf I':?-— 

TO r..A'. H. Belmont date: August 30, 1963 
£*ru . 
Gei# - 

non 

o 

Mr. W. C. SullivJiT 

Te*wl J 

Tele, 
Helm . 

subject: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 
NEGRO QUESTION 
is - c “ a 

C -ii *) .* »• ( */ / r »■ , . • i •* * % •»^ *i 

Reference is made to. the enclosed material’ on which tlie 
Director has written: ’This memo reminds me vividly of those 1 
received when Castro took over Cuba.* Yop contended then that Castro and 
his cohorts were not Communists and not influenced by Communists. Time 
alone proved you wrong. I for one can’t ignore the memos re Xing, 

et al as. having only an infinitesimal 
effect on the efforts to exploit the American Negro by the Communists." 

The Director is correct. We were completely wrong about 
elieving the evidence was not sufficient to determine some years ago 

jthat Fidel Castro was not a coinmuftist or Under communist influence. On 
{investigating and writing about communism and the American Negro, we 
jhad better remember this and profit by the lesson it should teach us. 
i 

I do think that much of the difficulty relating to the memoran 
dum rightly questioned by the Director is to be found centered in the 
word ’’Influence.!* We do not have, and no Government agency or private 
;organization has, any yardstick which can accurately measure "influence" 
jib this particular context, even.when we know it docs exist such as in 
yche case of the obvious inflticnce of _ — 

over Uartin Luther King and King’ s**inf luencg~'5ver~other KegFo 
lieaders.’ Personally, 1 believe in the light of King’s powerful 
demagogic speech yesterday he stands head and shoulders over all other 
Negro leaders put together when it comes to influencing great masses of 
Negroes. We must mark him now, if we have not done so before, as the ~ 
;gg£t^.danggx9U&Jjegro of the future in this Nation from..the-^tandpoiirh' j 
(qf..communism ,__t he Ncgro_ancf ynajtional^securitv. .. ft 
I . *” .A 

| • ‘ On determining membership of Negroes in the CoramuffTsl Fatty, 
ve are-not confronted with the same problem.' We do have here accurate 
yardsticks for establishing membership. Of course, our standards are 
.Very exacting. This means there are many Negroes who are fellow- 
travellers, sympathizers or who aid the Party, knowingly or unknowingly, 
but do not qualify as members. These we must not ignore. The old 
(Comaunist principle still holds: "Communism must be.built with non- 
;communist hsipds/" Therefore, it may be unrealistic to limit ourr^vas a 
Iwo have been ftolng to legalistic ^proof or definitely conclusive juencc 

1 : ~z ... Enclosui 
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 
BS: COMMUNIST PASTY, USA 

NEGRO QUESTION 
100-3-75 

I that would stand up In testimony _in_coui;t or before Congressional 
I committees that the Communist Party, USA, does wield substantial 
I influence’ over Negroes which one day could become decisive. ^ 

• 

The memorandum which the Director penetratively questioned, 
.while showing in the details the communist impact on Negroes, did 
suffer from such limitations. .These limitations we will make every 

1 effort to lift in the future. The great amount of attention this 
Division is giving to communist activities directed toward the Negro 
should enable us to do this.... 

% * * 

For example, here at the Seat of Government, the Negro - 
communist question takes up as a whole the time of one supervisor and 
during the past few weeks four meb have been so occupied. Additionally, 
(1) specialized instructions are regularly given the field on communist 
infiltration of the Negro; (2) monographs have been written on the 

. subject and widely disseminated; (3) regularly disseminated are memoranda 
and reports; (’4) August 21, 1963, we devoted the entire Current Intelli¬ 
gence Analysis to the communist plans for the Negro March of August 23, 
1963, (149 copies of this-Analysis were disseminated to 44 agencies of 
the Government); (5) much material on the issue is given to Agents r.t 
In-Service; and (6) an SAC Letter is under preparation in this Division 
now giving the field the benefit of what we learned from the Negro March 
on Washington and issuing instructions for Increased coverage of 
communist influence On the Negro. . 

# -.As the memorandum pointed out, "this Nation is involved in a. 
I form of fractal revolution and the lime has never .been so right_.for 
I exploitatlpn_of_ the Negroes^by^coramunist propagandists." Nineteen millior 

Negroes constitute the greatest single racial target of the Communist 
Party, USA. This is a sombre reality wo must never lose sinht of. V/e 

.will do everything possible in the troubled future to develop for the 
,Director all available facts relating to Negro membership in the Communis* 
/Party, plus the more complex and difficult to ascertain influence 
j of communist organizations and officials over the leaders and masses of 
|Negroes. , ^ 

We regret greatly that the memorandum did not measure up to 
vbat the Director has a right to expect from our analysis. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For the Information of the Director. 
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UNITED STATES OC RNMENT T. 

Memorandum 

“U1^ ' 

x?.~ <£■: 
, <£<?VV'- 

✓ 

TO s Ur. W. C. 

l 
raoM • Ur, P. J. 

V • ><> 
uatk: September 16, 1963 A 

Tift‘S 

.0. SUCjtcnVcoin-niNIoT PARTY, USA. 
NEGROjQUESTION 
co:iism:i£T influence in racial matters 
INTERNAL SECURITY - COIEIUNIST 

Tt*». ft*** 
m*:-** _ 
C—_ 

I 

* ’ 9 

This memorandum recommends increased coverage of communist 
» influence on the Negro. The history of the Communist Party, b?A 
ri fCPfthA) . "is _ remote" with its attennts_t.o o>:n~! oj.t. Influence and 
[recruit .the "Negro. The i!ar'c:i”oh Washington, 3-2S-63, was a striking 

eiTanipTL—CT“z£'T~c*ommun 1 st activity as Party leaders early put into *>. 
motion efforts to accrue Gains for the CPUSA from the liarch. Well- \ 
documented information concerning the Party's influence on a principal 
i!a-rc<v« leader, Reverend liartin Luther King, Jr., is but an example. 
The presence at the liarch of around 200 Party members, ranging from 
several national functionaries headed byi_CFUSA General Secretary Gas 
UallT to cany rank-and-file members, is clear indication of the Party’s 
favorite target (vhc Negro) today. 

All indications arc that the March was not the "end of the 
I line" and that the Party trill step up its efforts to exp lit racial 
unrest and in every possible way claim credit for itself relating to 
any "gains" achieved by the Negro. A clear-cut indication of the 
Party's designs is revealed in its plans to hold a highly secretive 

% leadership meeting in November, 1963, which will deal primarily with 
1 the Negro situation. This meeting is to be preceded by aifius HaiT7 
l "barnstorming” trip through key areas of the country to meet Pajjty* 
| pc.oplc and thus better prepare himself for the November .pee tin^p.' 

(The entire field is being alerted to this si£tthtioiP^.n a 
proposed SAC Letter (attached). Tho field is being instructed to 
intensify our coverage of communist influence on the Negro Jfcry giving 
fullest consideration to the u*:c of all possible investiga£ive 
techniques. In Addition, the field is *bqlng;«told to intensify its 
coverage of those communist fronts through which the Party channels 
its influence and to intensify its investigations of the many Party 
aoabers and dupes who engage ir. activities on behalf of the Party 
in the Negro field, further, ar*.* strccoing 'thc'urgent need for 
imaginative nr.d r.-ave turtle?: t<» !••• utilised through our Counter* 
intelligence S’r. u.-vignea to attempt to neutralize or 
disrupt the Party’s activities in the Negro field. Necessity for 
prompt handling of all facets ot thtr; matter to insure timely dissemi. 

is—also being nation to the Department amt °yj,rr*£nl.,-',rcsied.-a«j®ncl©s» is—aJ.s< 
emphasized. ; . M ~ S.""*'0' ^ / 
100-3-llc/ '* . . v 31 OCT l(i 19F1 ' 
¥ . (CTUNA, |.viro t.-u-mt iun) . 
* ^ ^ ... » 
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Memorandum to Ur. Sullivan 
RS: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 

NEGRO QUESTION 
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

Q.00-3-116J 

/■ 

The proposed SAC Letter requires key security offices 
to submit to the Bureau, within 30 days, an analysis of their 
current coverage of communist activities in the Negro field plus 
details of their plans for intensification. Also, those 10 
offices participating in the Counterintelligence Program on a 
regular basis are being required to include in their next monthly 
letters due. 10-15-63 their plans to neutralize or disrupt Party 
activities in the Negro field. . 

RECOMMENDATION t 
s 

. If approved, attached SAC Letter go forward apprising 
the field as above and urging full implementation so that the 
desired results may be achieved. Also attached for approval are 

^necessary Manual changes. _ 
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 

w n£ 
/Trlr. 

Heb-ei 
* C%Uy , 

% While the aUached memorandum 
• # bears the initials of ?.Ir. Baumgardner, 

it was prepared from a rough-draft furnished 
to him by Mr. Sullivan. * 

’ ’ • - *' 
i It should be understood that 
I Sullivan, Baumgardner, Sizco and Belmont 
I read the memorandum and agreed with it 
1 prior to its submission. , e ~ 

,T' «B-S ' 

Enclosure • ^ c„ &J.9g, 

# Clyde Tolson * 

CT.LCB C" ’•'w-w-i-: • v r\ j 

«jCv-.jL, 
mmt . I '-w\ 

kxvu. iV*-^v/u ^ u Cv' /» ^ 

- (.) '<zj 

'feur."V-cfc «r-A 

Hdfcw-C• ^ ^—2 

l_ 
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EXHIBIT 11 



On returning from a few days leave I have been advised of 
the Director's continued dissatisfaction with the manner in which •* 
we prepared a Brief on the above-captioned matter and subsequent, 
memoranda on the same subject matter. This situation is very 
disturbing to those of us in the Domestic Intelligence Division 
responsible for this area of work, and we certainly want to do 
everything possible to correct our shortcomings. T/e absolutely will 
not be stubborn about admitting any mistakes we have made or be 
stiff-necked and unbending concerning our analysis of this matter. 
The Director indicated he would not approve our last SAC Letter 
until there was a clarification and a meeting of minds relative to 
the question of the extent of communist influence over Negroes and 
their leaders. In this memorandum 1 will seriously and sincerely . 
try to clarify a most regretable situation. It is prepared not on 
official office memorandum but rather on plain bond believing that 
this discussion need not be made a matter of official record.. 

Common Agreement: 

- ** First, I am sure we all are in agreement.on the following 
which was in both the cover memorandum and the detailed brief 

I attached: (1) for the past 44 years the Communist Party, USA, has 
spent enormous sums of money and ceaseless efforts to influence 
Negroes and to make communists out of them; (2) the 19 million 
Negroes in the country today constitute the greatest single racial 

I target of the Communist Party, USA; i3) Negro leader Martin Luther 
King, _ ' does have as an cxtreaM v important 
advisor .:(4) we 
are right now in this nation engaged in a form.of social -revolution 
and the time has never been so right for exploitation of the 
Negroes by communist propagandists; and (5)—'the Communist Party 

" could in the future make prodigious stridcs'and great successes wit) 
the American Negro to the serious detriment of our national security 
In addition to the above, the material furnished contained many png« 
of specific examples of communist policies. Pdeowame-emi-ftCtivitlcs 

Enclosures 
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ficaoraadua fcr Mr. Sellout 
EE: COHKUN'IST -’ARTY, USA i 

NEGRO QUESTION 
COJHUNIST I INFLUENCE IN RACIAL HATTERS . 

+ 

•bowing communist involvement in Negro racial natters in this nation, 
relative to which we can nil agreo. 

Essence of the Situation: 
■ ,n ■ | 1 ■ ■ — — " 1 * S 

The essence of the situation seems to be this: We 
presented what facts there are in our files in the Brief in question 
and 1 know that the Director certainly would not want us to do other 
than this. *The position taken at the timo the Brief was written was 
that, while there is comnuniGt influence being exerted on Negroes 
and Negro leaders, it_has_r.ot_rcached_the point_cfjccutrol or 
domination.y This historically-ba^~bccn“"the"position of the bureau 
£n'iKis "matter in light of fil* x*eviews going back ten to twenty 
years. r> <■> Co /w-e'^C **fcrv< <_a. - 

The Historical Position: 

Por example, in a detailed document prepared on Communist 
Party and the Negro in 1953, wc find the statement referring to "the 
failure of the Communist Party to attract even a significant number 
of Negroes in the United states to its number." Another example is 
to be found in an analysis in this same field prepared by the Bureau 
in 1956 to the effect that communist efforts have been "unsuccessful 
on a state or national level" in infiltrating "legitimate Negro- 
fraternal. protest and improvement organisations," although they made 

'United success in some "isolated chapters." The Directors book, 
Masters of Deceit, published in 195A. states: "It became obvious 
that "the Party, despite great efforts, had failed to win over even 
• significant minority of Negroes." In I960 the Director’s statement 
to The Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, reads: 
"It is so secret that one ox .1 **o Ui fe bCrest liost^pOxiiuuicDti# oa 
communistic efforts in this Nation has been their failure to lure 
our Negro citizens into the Party." In 1962 similar public statements 
were made. On page seven of the Brief submitted to the Director 
under the date of August 23, 19G3, this historical position was 
restated and it was said, "One of the bitterest disappointments of 
the communists has been their single failure to lure any significant 
nunber of our Negro citizens into the Party." This statement was 
•et forth again in the cover memorandum which the Director marked. 

The point I wish to cake hero is this: Tho fact that this 
ha* been our historical position In tho Bureau for many years is no 
reason to assume that ltl« th«i_roir.:ct position nt this time, ns the 
Erector has clearly explain -a. and concitions change ar.d, as 
the evidence mounts, naturally wo need to change our position along 
*ith this evidence. 



Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 
RE: COl'.MUK I ST PARTY, USA 

WlilGKO QUESTION 
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

Interpretation: 

As wo know, facts by themselves are not too meaningful, 
for they are somewhat like stones tossed in a heap as contrasted 
to the same stones put in the lorn of a sound edifice. It is 
obvious to hs now that we did not put the proper interpretation uoo 
the facts which we gave to the director. 

Martin Luther Kinc 

We have been aware of the communist influence for nearly 
two years on Martin Luther King, Jr., head of the Southern Christia 
Leadership Conference, and in the comprehensive memorandum entitled 
••Communist Party, USA, Negro Question," dated S/23/63 we set out 
information to the effect that a number of Negro leaders in this 
country have had subversive connections in their backferounds and 

| tbnf Martin Luther Kins. Jr., has been dealing with ____ 

As previously 
Stated, we are in complete agreement with the’Director that 
communist influence is being exerted on Martin Luther King, Jr., 

iand that King is the strongest of the Negro leaders. As we have 
stated before in a memorandum, we regard Martin Luther KiDg to 
be the most dangerous and effective Negro leader in the country. 
In addition, we know the Jbrty is directing a major effort toward 
strengthening its position among the Negroes inasmuch as we have 
information the Party plans tx> intensify its efforts to exploit 

’the racial situation for the purposo of gaining influence among 
the Negroes. " 



Memorandum for Hr. Belmont 
BE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 

NEGRO QUESTION 
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

SAC'Letter to the Field 

I would like to set forth here briefly why I think that 
the enclosed SAC Letter, which was returned to us by the Director, 
should be sent to the field offices. My first reason is this: 
Wo need to renew our efforts and keep the pressure on and_j.ea.ve 

.no stone untufned to develop everyjind_all„f acts, which exist 
lathis natter. Some of these'facts may not yet have*been 
uhearthdtT'by our field offices, and will not be unless we 
follow up this matter evermore closely with then. My second 
reason why I think the SAC Letter should be sent is related 
to the present changing situation inthe Conmunist Party - Negro 

•relations area. During the past two weeks in particular there 
have been sharp stepped-up activities on the part of conmunist 

• officials to infiltrate and to dominate Negro developments in 
this country. Further, they are meeting with successes. This 
should be no surprise to us because since the Negro march on 
Washington on August 28 conmunist officials have been doing all 
possible to exploit the very troubled racial situation. As* 
they said weeks ago, the end of the Negro march would be the 
beginning of evermore systematic activities on their part to 
penetrate and influence Negroes and Negro leaders. They are 
sow in full force acting upon this Intention of theirs expressed 
weeks ago. The field should be alerted to this fact and given 
instructions to investigate exhaustively new communist - Negro 
activities. The SAC Letter in question will be a great help 

• toward this end, and it should result in our developing important 
. facts relating to the current changes and pertinent activities 
, going on during the past few weeks in this entire field. 

Subject of Deep Concern 

May X repeat that our failure to measure up to what the 
Director expected of us in the area of communist - Negro relations 

Vis a subject of yery^dqep.concern to us in the Domestic Intelligence 
IDivision. We are disturbed by this and ought to.bo. X want him 

. 5 . . 
v 
i 

- 4 - 
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Memorandum lor Mr. Belmont 
RE; COMMUNIST PARTY, USA* 

NEGRO QUESTION 
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

to know that we will do everything that Is huuanly possible to 
develop all facts nationwide relative to the communist penetration 
and influence over Negro leaders and their organisations. 

RECOMMENDATIONS? 
(1) That the Director reconsider giving approval for sending 

the enclosed SAC Letter to the field. 

■k ■ of- 

(2) In order that other agencies and prominent government 
officials will be aware of the determined efforts of the Communist 
Party to exploit the racial situation, if the Director approves we 
will prepare a concise document setting forth clearly thoic attempts 
to penetrate, influence, and control the Negro rovonent. Dy wetting 
these facts forth, succinctly and clearly, the reader cannot help 
but be impressed with the seriousness of the communist activities. 

./> 

- 5 - 
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UR. TOLSON: 

10/17/ 

Cm4| , 

v'l • 
*j: 

s*The attached analysis of / 
:| Communism and the Negro Movement isf ^ 
j highly explosive. It can be regarcledK'as 
■la personal attack on Martin Lu the lulling. ' 
llThere is no doubt it will have a Jteavy 
j]impact on the Attorney General and anyone 

else to whom we disseminate it. It is 
labeled TOP SECRET. However, even such a 
high classification seems to be no bar 
today to a leak, and should this leak out 
it will add fuel to a matter which may 
already be in the cards as a political 
issue during the forthcoming Presidential 
campaign. 

•: The ses»o*Attuubi makes good reading and 
[I is based on information from reliable sources. 
(Wo may well be charged, however, with 
expressing opinions and conclusions, parti¬ 
cularly with reference to some of the 
statements about King. 

. J-w" ww/v «/**£*. 
This memorandum may startle the ^Attorney 

(| General,' particularly in viewH>f4.his* past 
|| association with King, and the fact that we 
\1 are disseminating this outside the Department. 
• He may resent this. Neverthelessthe 
* memorandum is a powerful warning against 

Conmbfiist» inf luonco in" the Negro movement. 
a'iTCTwTr*\v ITT bo Carrying out our responsibility 
by flissoDiinating it to the peopleJ.ndicated 
inythe'iittached memorandum, -,X ) 

JV^linont^ 

AHB<P& 

/p? j zdJz 
e OCT 23 19C3 

ro s a 
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3CC i ;* 1976 
, FCF;JFW:vek 

Hr. James Sari Bay 
Post Of floe Box 13 
Brushy Mountain Penitentiary 
Petros, Tannassae 37845 

Dear Mr. Ray: 

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United 
States created a task farce far the purpose of reviewing 
the FBI's investigation of the assassination of 
Dr. Fartin Luther King, Jr. 

The task farce is row in the process of winding up 
its inquiry before submitting a final report to the 
Attorney General. However, we feel tiiat our inquiry will 
not be corplete unless va give you an opportunity to state 
yxir participation, or lack of participation, in the 
nurdcar of Dr* King. 

Accordingly, we hereby request, through your attorney, 
Janes H. Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview by 
marbers of the task force. If you should agree to talk 
to us, our tire schedule requires us to arrange for the 
interview to take place hot’later than December 31, 1976. 

Please let us know immediately whether you desire 
to be interviewed. 

Sincerely, 

Fred G. Poison 
Director 

Martin Luther King, Jr., Task Force 

oc: Janes U. Lesar, Esquire 
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« * ^rusl]^ ^Htmrdain ^enticiitiarjj 
^ctros, ^Jemtrsscc 37S45 

Mr* Janes H. Leaar 

Attorney at Lav 

1231 fourth Street, S.V. 

Wash. D.C. 

December 20, 1976 

re: Kay ▼« Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645* 

Shelby county, Tennessee* (1963) 

Dear Jin: 

In respect to your letter saying that a justice depart&ent attorney, Kr* 

Janes F. Walker, would like to interview ne concerning the above indict- 

aent, I agree with your advice opposing the interview* It would appear 

that this would only be in the interest of the J.D« and their book writing 

collaborators,e.g., Garold Frank, George McMllllna, at al. 

If they had wanted to interview the defendant, under oath, justice had 

anple opportunity in the 1974 II.C. hearing in ><esphie, Tennessee, through 

their surrogate, T. Henry Hclle; and I understand no representative froc 

Justice appeared as a witness at the hearing* 

At the present X believe the only body I should testify before la a jury* 

I understand you to say justice has sot read any of the trs. of prior 

hearings L suits. Therefore I'll include in the ce copy of this letter 

to justice a copy of a Conplaint that speaks to the MLK Jr. setter with 

attached. Ex—-A, althoe Z doubt if Justice or their pxibllchlng associates 

will bo Interested in the Coc2>lalnt contents* 

ce: Jnnec F. Calker, Esq. 

Sincerely: Janes a. Ray #65477 

P.0. Box—73 

Petros, Tenn* 57345* 
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JAM£3 £. RAT, 
PI Idatiff 

TIKE ISC. 

GEORGS KcKILLIAS 

V. HEHRT BAILS 

WILLIAM BRATPOP-D SHIS 

GEROLD FRAKX 

HOB. ROBERT H. HcRAB 

BE3(DA PELLICCIOTTI 
Dafandaate 

Ciril Action Ho .C-TCrZJt 

COMPLAINT 

/ * 

», allegation or jurisdictions 
>• 

(a) Jurisdiction of tha partita in tha hafeln eubjact aatter ia baaed ufoo 

dieeraity of dtizenahip and tha amount in racoaary. 

Plaintiff, acting pro aa, ia a citizen of tha State of Tenaeoaee under "oper¬ 

ation of Law" in the auhiect aatter; defendant TIMS Inc. (here-ln-after, TIME) 

ia a citizen of the State of Be* York* defendant George KcMillian (tere-in- 

after,. HcMjllien) la a eitlzen of the State of Maeaachuaetta; defendant J. 

ganry Haile, (here-in-after, Haile) la a citizen of the State of Tenneaeee; 

defendant wUllaq. Brat ford Buie (here-in-after, Huie) ie a citizen of th* 

State Of Alabana; defendant Garold Prank (here-in-after, Frank) la a citizen 

of th* State of He* fork; defendant Bon. Robert M. McRae (here-in-after. Judge 
* 

McRae) la a citizen of th* State of Tenneaaee; defendant Brenda Pellieciotti 

(here-in-after, Pellieciotti) la a citizen of the State of Tenneaaee. The 
a 

Batter la controversy exceed*, exclusive of interest aad coats, tho sun of 

tea thousand dollars* . x 

(t) Jurisdiction founds* ia ths ‘existence of a federal qjisstion and the aaount 
^ \ 

in eontroeeray: 
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The action arisen under tbs fifth, sixth, and fourteenth, asendaenta to 

the Untied States constitution; U.S.C. Title 28 j 1331 (a), as here-ln- 

after aofe fully appears. The natter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of 

Interest* and costs, the sun of tea thousand dollars* 

(a) Jurisdiction founded on the existanee of a question arising under partis 

cular statute! •» 
. i 

» ? . - 

The action arises under let 42 U.S.C.A. | 1983; U.S.C. Title 28 g 1343 (4)* 

As here-ia-after sore fully appears* 

» 

THIS 28 All ACTION III LIBEL A CIVIL BIGHTS VIOLATIOIfS. 

OEIERAL BACKGROUND! 

On April 4th 1968, Rev* Martin Luther line Jr., was shot . d killed;in, 

Kesphls Tennessee; in Kay 1968 the plaintiff was iadleted by the Shelby 

county craad Jury (cr. in dicta eat no* 16643) for said shooting; on March 

10th 1969-plaintiff, allegedly through coercion by his attorney, Percy 
m 

Pores an A the prosecution, entered a guilty plea to said cr. lndictaent; on 

Tobruary 2nd 1974 the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals ordsrad an evident¬ 

iary hearing into the clrcusetenees of said ploa. Say w* Rose 491 F2d 283 

tc.i.6, 1974; on February 2?th. 1973 after bearing said evidentiary proceedings 

the 0.5. District court for the W.D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert K, McRae, pre¬ 

siding ruled against plaintiff. Say w. Rose, C-74-166; on Kay 10th 1978 tho 

0.8. 6th circuit court of appeals upheld Judge McRae's ruling in said evi¬ 

dentiary hearing. Ray v. Rosa, C-75-1795. .. 

Plaintiff, JAMES E. RAT, sues 

Defendants, TIKE INC.; GEORGS XcMILLlAK; W. BQfRT HAILE; WILLIAM BRATJORD 

BUIE; GZROLD FRAHX; ROBERT K. HcRAf; BRStDA RELLICCIOTTI, and alleges: 

2. That while awaiting trial in the aforeaentloned or. lndictaent the plain¬ 

tiff copied down froa recollection inforaation ho had gained in hie 1967 

associations, associations which load to plaintiff being charged under 

said lndictaent. 
! 

3. That a brief auaaary of said recollections and their subsequent disposi¬ 

tion by plaintiff are as follows: 
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(a) during oat jtr.cd of plaintiff*a confinement la 19co Jit wrots down 

qk ^ money receipt issued forth fro* the Sheriff9* offlc* of the Sbslby 

county, Tennessee, Jail information which plaintiff believed had a direct 
« 

bearing on aald cr* indictment* Set, £x—A* 

(h) the information consisted of telephone number* & on# name A address; all 

snaberst vara written down backwards. including the address*. 

(c) the two telephona numbers ware listed nest to the word "Sister", the 

first being listed int Hew Orleans, Louisiana; the second being In, Baton 

Bougs, Louisiana* 
% 

(d) the address is listed under the name, Vera C* Staples* 

(e) the telsphone number listed under the Baton Rouge address was furnished 

to plaintiff9* attorney, Percy foreman, who was representing plaintiff In 

said. cr. indictment* 

(f) the address was not Investigated until plaintiff was incarcerated upon 

pissing to said indictment; a compendium of the post trial investigation 

would Indicate: the information cited nbove was given to a St* Louis, Miss¬ 

ouri, labor leader, and Informed it pertained to the MLK Jr*, case, who app¬ 

arently in turn furnished said information to a shrills, Tennessee, ex¬ 

it torn ey to Investigate; said Attorney had sources in the Stats of Louisiana 

Investigate the matter end thereafter said Attorney reported the Beton Hours 

listed number resident was under the Influence of the Teasstera union; and 

the Haw Orleans listed number resident was among other things an agent of 

s mideast organization disturbed because of Dr. King9a reported forthcoming, 

before his death, public support of the Palestine Arab cause, fReferences to 

the address If any was unclear*) 

Cg) the plaintiff had come by said name t address shortly before crossing 
« 

tha boedar in Rovaabtr 1967 fron Tijuana, Htxlco, Into tha trait ad Stataa; 

tha nan* wan Randolph Ervin Sotan, 1180 If.*. Rlvtr Drift, Miami, Florida; 

othar rtftriKt was nada to n LEU; a ehack through tha Miami directory in 
• * # 

¥970 lgUetad no Rottn liatad with tha abort first & aacood nana; In 1973- 

?h a Chicago, Illinois, reporter was quirtd an to tha nana of a Rotan who 

van an official la tha 'rogreaeive Labok Party, tha raportar latar raapondad 

•old Rosan, or Roaann, activities vara mainly in tha Raw fork, Raw Tork, 
a • 

ana} ahortly 'thereafter aald raportar vaa subatantlatad by mat trial plain- 

Mff raeaivad lndirsctly fron tha Boa. Richard Ichord a coagreeanan from 



Missouri; thereafter as Attorney la Oklahoma City, Oklahcna, was furnished 

tba Boats aaaa aad aakad 11 he could find any Information ra the subject 

1a, IUv Orl«4AAf ud informed th# mubjtct might UTt a cr* record; tht itt- 
* 

orney'reported back that tka subject’s last aaaa aost likely was, Roseksoa, 

aad tkat ke bad a cr* conviction la Maw Orleaas, Louisiana, federal court for 

a aarcotlca violation; thereafter a Tesaassae Uceased Attorney procured 

the tr. of said conviction; subsequently aaotkac check was aada through the, 

Rlud, telapkdae directory which did list a "Bandy Rosewdoa" tout with an 

aidjrtu discrtptjLCJ* 

4* That plaintiff intended the nbove Information for exclusive urn*, after 

m through investigation, In a Jury trial undor said cr* indictment—rather 

than for conntr dal ling ia thn eonminicationa induntry—and in consequence 

withhold parts thnrnof from plaintiff's cr* Attorneys,. who wart nnanahnd 

with defendant (novelist) William Bratford Huln In commercial puhliahing 

ventures: tat) Attorney Arthur Banna ar», who lantdlatnly upon entering thn 

suit contractnd with dnftndant,. Huln and 2nd) Attorney Pnrcy Fbrenan, who whlln 

not entering into litnrary contracts with Huln until January 1969r two 

months after Fbrenan*s entering thn suit^ Mr- Fbrenan did not qusntlon plain* 

tiff about said information or athnr aapnets of thn cr* indictment—be cause 

of his (Foreman’s) admitted trial preparation methods—until February 1969«»‘ 

that In February 19&9» sfter Percy Fbreaan had entered into literary 

contracts with defendantr Hole, plaintiff furnished Attorney Foreman with 

the above mentioned. Baton Bouger phone number and asked him to Investigate 

In connection with the MXJC Jr* homicide- Shortly thereafter Foreman 

replied In effect that if there were to be any telephone numbers rsfsrsd 
i 

to*in court he (Foreman) would furnish*them through contacts In interstate 

gambling—Hr- Foreman mentioned a, Mr- Meyer Lansky, as his source*. 
* 

6* That subsequently, after tbs prosecution and Percy Forests had saaeuwered 

plaintiff Into entering a plea to said lndletaeat, the plaintiff on March 

11th 19&9 wee checked Into the Tennessee State penltentlary—tTashvllle 

Branch—and therein all plaintiff's personal property Including the paper 
a 

herein attached as £X-A, sad Including incoming legal A personal letters 
• • 

palled to said prison, were confiscated fro* plaintiff* Two or three days 

^ later after discussing briefly with State corrections commissioner, Barry 

Aw wry, the letters Including EX-A wars returned to plaintiff toy said. 182 



Coanlsaloaer, Harry Avery. (except for a tUa Uai circling aos# writing* 

th# property aeeaed la order* 

m % 

71 Th*t prior to Plaintiff* tx*a*for to th* aforesentioned penitentiary, 
* • 

Coanlasloner At ary, th* l*t* GoTtraor of Tennessee, lion. Buford Ellington, 
# 

and Governor ELllngton's adalnletr stive Assistant, Mr, VUUm L. Barry, 

Bad decided and coral tted to writing (see, Avery testioony in. Pay vs. Ruas- 

•n» 0.8. Die. Ct* MeD. Ta. Civ. Action no. $$90, 1970)Plaistiff's treat¬ 

ment upon entering add penitentiary,le, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff In 

solitary confinement inaedlately upon bla entering prison, 
% 

8* Slat thereafter oa (Kerch 1), 19®) when plaintiff coaaenced petitioning 

the trial court for a new trial under said indictoent, Cooaiaaloaer Avery 

attempted to persuade Plaintiff against seeking a trial under said indictoent 

and after failing that lnfomed Plaintiff that h* would Sever he raleasted 
ft 

froa solitary confln«aeat while he (Avery) was corrections coaaiasioner. 

9* That in th# succeeding years until th* present Plaintiff has been arbi¬ 

trarily locked In solitary conflnenent/aegregatlon for approximately five 

years, during which tin* their has been several suicides by prisoners beca 

suss of th* harahneat of the eonflneaent including two (2) who burned then- 

selves to-death. See, EX—B. 
a* 

IQ. That after the eforeaeatloaed plea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Ron. 

Preaton Battle, departed fron Heaphla, Tennessee, for a vacation and while 

om said Tacatlon tbs than GoTemor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Islington, 

upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to rectlve a Jury trial under said in* 

dictsent, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer bla 

. the next Appellate Judgshlp Tacancy If the Judge would deny Plaintiff a 

trial under the petition refered to in paragraph-8 above. . . 
. • 

if-. That oa or about March 12tb 1969 in.the prison segregation building 

Plaintiff was confronted through n rude "by special agent, Robert Jensen 
• 

of the Heaphla, Tennessee, federal bureau of investigation office. Th* 

thrust of **r. Jensen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Plaintiff 
e 

in furthereing th* FBX investigation of said cr* lndictaent. then Plaintiff 

refused th* cooperation offer'Mr. Jansen upon departing said Plaintiff could 

e^Mt Plaintiff Brothers (John l» Jerry Ray) to Join bin in prison, or words 

‘ to that offoct, thereafter! -183- 



(a) plaintiffs brother, Jerry Pay, vaa intimidated to tba extent 

that ha had to resign his Job In tbs Chicago, Illinois, arts; sub- 

•equently after forcing bin froa his job ths FBI attaaptad to frana 

hla for nunarous crimes. * 

« 

\ 

4- 

1: 
l 

il 

i 

* 

t 

(b) plaintiff's othar brothar, John Ray, vaa arrastad by polics 

vhils driving his car in tbs St. Louis, Missouri, araa sad subaequent- 

ly charged by ths FBI for aiding and abetting a hank robbery. Triad 

and coavleted idth a defendant vhoa the governnent alleged actually 

robbed said bonk, John was given 18 years and the alleged robber 10 

years; upon appeal the alleged robber's conviction vas reversed by the 

6th U.S. circuit court of appeals because the fruits of an illegaly 

search t> seizure vas used against bin; however, the 8th circuit ruled 

thsftha fruits of. the Illegal senreh vas not ground for reversing 

John Bay's case beeasue the alleged evidence (stolen noney) vas not 

taken froa bin; upon re-trial the alleged robber vaa acquited; sub¬ 

sequently another defendant la the robbery vas charged and entered a 

plea for three (3) years vkich vas later reduced to eighteen souths 

by the gpverasent. 

* 

12. that in June 19S9 Plaintiff filed a eivll action in the United Statea 

District court for the M.D. of Tennessee seeking to void contracts betveen 

plaintiff, the aforcnentloned Percy Fbreaan, and defendant. Hula. In att- 

aapting to have said civil action (Coaplaint) dismissed, thus necessitat¬ 

ing ths refiling by Plaintiff in the S.D. of Tennessee, the defendants 

Attorney the late, John J. Booker ar., of the Davidson county Tennessee 
♦ 

bar. Illegally procured Plaintiff's entire prison record, including doelcle 

luforsetihn, froa the aforeaentloned corrections connissioner, Barry Avery, 

and vas thus this to havt said Coaplalnt dlsalssed in the M.D. of Tennessee 

and refUed in the W.D. (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae, 

because of said doalcle information. 

% 
13. That thereafter in civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's 

initial rulingrvas that said action would be decided by deposition rather 

than live testlnony—subaequently the Judge dlsalssed the suit on motion - 

of ..the defendants. * 

1%. That following the United states Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling 

on february 3rd 1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the circumstances 

Of Plaintiff's aforementioned guilty plea under said indictment defendant, 

Judge McRge, again assumed jurisdiction to conduct said hearing (civil 

action no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the 
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aforementioned Ferey Foreoan 4 defendant Suit. would not have to undergo 

Uua testimony, 23s£-£2222i£i£S5* The Judge accomplished tills legal naneu- 

lir by guliag tbs Plaintiff’s subposna powers qere linited to a 190 oils 

radius of Memphis, Teaneaeee. 

that Judge HcRas furthsr prejudicial 4 arbitrary actions Ir Inactions 

listed btlow effectively dlalnlshtd the Plaintiff’s right under tbs United 

States Supreme court mandat# for a full and equitable evidentiary hearing: 

i 

(a) the court ruled In effect F at the solicitation of the 

Statefs Attorney, defendant Hall#—who had coaplained to the court that 

the preaa was urging the Stat# to ask certain questions of Plaintiff—that 

General Sails could Inquire of Plaintiff’z alleged information he (plaint¬ 

iff) provide said Percy Foremen concerning others persona allegedly culpa¬ 

ble under said cr# Indictment* Thereafter , althoe Plaid tiff 61* refer to 

information described above as being given to Mr* Foreman by Plaintiff, and 

within tha confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant. Ball#. 
♦ 

or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintiff in the aatter* 

(b) Judge McRae in concert with defendant. Pellicciottl. hag con¬ 

sistently—despite petitions fron Plaintiff’s counsel. Janes 9* Lesar¬ 

ds dined to forward to the U«S, 6th circuit court of appeals relevant t> 

necessary portions of the transcript In said evidentiary hearing: specif¬ 

ically. the definitive portions of said transcript evidencing, Percy Forenan 
.A 

-nfter* invitation, refused to offer live testluony in said evidentiary hear¬ 

ing; and thus through thalr deleterious inactions in the tr* matter contri¬ 

buted substantially to the 6th circuit decision against Plaintiff therein* 
»* 

k 

f (e) Judgs McRaa hat Ignored a petition to take perpetuating test!- 

sony, filed after said evidentiary hearing, fros defendant, Huie. Mr* Kul# 

being a principal character therein* 
♦ • 

15, That prior to aald svidsntlary tearing. Judge McRae, mislead Or att¬ 

empted to mislead Plaintiff a Tennessee cr. counsel aa evidenced by a 

amrlea of letters Plaintiff received froa said Counaal (Mr. Robert I. 

Livingston) Implying that during several encounters with Judge McRae be 

. (Livingston) van lead to balleve the court n» syapatbetlc to Plaintiff's 

Case and thus a vlgorua presentation by Plaintiff1 a counaal mould not be 

necessary or desirable. -1^5- 



16. !Ut tttlr have Wm publicized iUi|atl9Bi that, Judge Xclti, !• 

•ere concerned with the political affect* of hla decisions than the 
» 

la*. Sea, EC—C. * 
• 

1?. Slat ths dark of tka court defendant, Pelllcclottl, therein said 

evidentiary hearing taa conducted acted in concert'with, Judge McRae, 

la declining to prepare and forvard tr. naterlal, described In paragraph 

1^>b above, to the 0.8. sixth circuit thua contributing substantially 

* to the alxth circuit denying Plaintiff relief under aald evidentiary 

hearing. % 

18. Siat defendant, Halle, tho taa the State’s chief counsel in the aforo- 

aentloned evidentiary hearing, but Is not In private practice, has libel¬ 

ed Plaintiff by aiding I. abetting defendant, KcMlllian, In McMilllan’s 

preparing L authoring the aforeaentloned artllce for defendant, TIKE. 
, t * 

* 

19. Siat defendant, KcMllllan, Inforaed Plaintiff's brother, Jerry Ray, 

of hla (ReMUlian*s) relationship, vlth defendant. Ball*. - •-> 

m 

20. Siat In 1975 defendant, Balle, appeared with defendant, McMilllan, 

at the Tennessee State penitentiary—Nashville Branch—Therein KcMllllan 

requested warden, Jones H. Rose, a personal friend of Ball*, to contact 

Plaintiff and ask if he would consent to an interview by, KcMllllan. 

Warden Bose did forward said Interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff 

declined and, thereafter. Ball* A HcKllllan viewed the solitary conflneaent 

building wherein Plaintiff was housed. 

,21. That defendant, Balle, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tenn- 

) esse* several tines publicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to hla 

' .in a sonner suggesting he was atteaptlng to intleldst* Judges, acts for 

which he subsequently was dlaniseed fron the i.G.'s office by the Att¬ 

orney General for the State of Tennessee* 

22. That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIMS nagazln* (EX—0) under 

the title of "The King Asaasslnatlon Revisited", defendant, McMilllan, 

authored a nailcloua article subtitled "I’n gonna kill that nigger Xing" 

and alleged said subtitle to be a stateaent nad* by Plaintiff. 

Said article Is littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a 

hollywoodleh character they are delivered with aalle* intent, beglnlng **186- 
* 
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■••.la <963 and 1964 Martin Luther Klo( vas ea TV alooat everyday, talking 

defiantly about how Slack people war# colas to get their rights...Ray 

watch.ad it all evldly oa tha call-block TV. at Jeff City. S.a raaetad as 

If Klee's reaarks were directed at hla persoeally. He boiled whea King 
a ~ 

cane os the tuba. He began to call hla Martla 'Lucifer* Klag sad Martin 

Lather 'eooaf. Zt got so that the wary sight of Klag would galvanise 

Bay ■• p. 18 said article. 
A* 
• % 

I 

She facta are that their were no TV sets in the cellblocks or, cells, 

during Plaintiff's entire sojourn la the Missouri State penitentiary at, 

Jefferson City; and, that defendant McKlLUan is cognisant of this fact 

through conweraatloes with Missouri corrections officials Aon he has 

contacted for information nuaerous tines* See, EX—jf. 

33* Shat several other deliberate fabrications with kaliclous latent in 

said article ares \ 

(a) "Ray and (his fellow convict Raymond) Curtis would set around, 

often high oa speed..." Speed being a fora of narcotic, p. 18. 

\ 

(b) "On April 24, 1967* Just one day after Ray escaped from the 

prison at Jefferson City, he net his -Brothers Jaek and Jerry in Chicago's 

Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's McMllllan, discussing the aurder of 

*artla Luther King. p. 18. 

(e) that HcMilUan alleged Plaintiff's Brother*, John It Jerry Ray, 

had, fron conversations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the 

HLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 h 23. 

24* That the State of Missouri's department of corrections conslasloner, 

Mr. George M. Caap, alleges in effect that defendant McMllllan is a fraud 

yin connection with HcHllllan's aforenentloned allegations concerning Plain¬ 

tiff's conduct while in said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX—L 

29. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMllllan principally relies on 

to substantiate his allegations, sllegetlons that Plaintiff not only 

plotad the aurder of XLK **r. but was also a narcotic addict, narcotie 

peddler, act. set., is reveled to be one, Raymond Curtis, 

fold, Rayaond Curtis, attempted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in 

said penllteatlary, thereafter ha (Curtis) 'voluntarily "checked Into" 

segregation, after being exposed as a prof/eoalonal informer, and thus 

-187- 
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waa thereafter Halted In hit prison aasoclatlon to his ova type. 

26. that shortly after Plaintiff's artst la 1968 to anssr for said er. 

* ladletasat dafsndant HcHllllaa stated at a sees eoafereaee that elsea he 

(HcMHHaa) knee Plaintiff was guilty of the ladletasat chare* be (McHlll- 
♦ 

laa) would sot have to investigate the ease. Thus It follow* a fortiori 

that KcMllilan has relied on the work product of other novelist to sub- 

stastlate sizeable portions of hla allegations la said TIKE artecle. 

« 

27* That defendant XeHllliaa has posted Plaintiff auaerons letters, first 

threatening, then cajoling, la seeking interviews tor ass la said article 

and his alleged forthcoming hook re Plaintiff* 

28*- That defendant TIKE magazine has a Tested (financial) interest la 

publishing said artllee by HcMHll an—thus la prone ting McKllllaa's forth— 

coning hook re Plaintiff— In that McKUllnn*a publisher, Little Brown, 

la a subaidary of TIKE lac* 
• * 

• e * 

29* That dafendat TIKE deceived their own agent (Richard C. Woodbury) la 

their Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIKE would run an objective 

story rs the natter. Sea, EX— F. 

4 

30. That defendant TIKE was coasdonsly endeavoring to Influence the 

United States Sixth Circuit court of appeals la. Bay v. Boss, no. 73— 

1343, which Just s few days subsequent to said article heard aggunents 

la the above Bay v* Boss suit to deteralaa whether to order Plaintiff s 

new trial under said cr. Indictment. 

e _ 

31. That TIKE lac. ban a history of conspiring to subvert the Judicial 
( 
- - sad political processes by publishing, tlaely, malicious articles prior 

a 

to Judicial decisions or election of public officials*. 

< e 

Ji. But because defendant, TXKS, has made a fresh Investigation )p. 17 

•aid article) into the "case"—their initial investigation evidently 

being pardoned by Tine Inc. LIFE magazine In 1968—TIKE la copilzant 

that a substantial portion of said article is false 1 aalielous. 

• • * 

3J. &at substantial portions of said artUes by HcKllllaa ware supplied 

to Mr. KcKllllaa by defendants. Prank It Sals—Defendant, Buie, published 

* novel rs Plaintiff la 1970 titled "He Slew the Dresner"; defendant, -188* 

)\ 
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3h* That tho f<I« allegations in said articles "that Plaintiff coaaittsd 

m holdup In London, aiglaad, and that George C. tall act would paurdoa 
4 % 

plaintiff, pp« 17 ft 23 rtepaetiTaly, vara aujjllad to dafandant XcMllllan 
m 

%j dafandant Hula aa evidenced by atataaanta aada directly to Plaintiff 

b> the above eantlonad Pare/ Focesan (quo at Inc Hula to Plaintiff) alone 
* an 

with oral ft arlttan daelaratlona by Defendat, Hula* See, *!.?• 

/ .r 

35# That defendant Hula la hla ongoing aidli campaign against Plaintiff 

libeled Plaintiff In a CBS-TV interview hosted bj$ Ban Rather* on or 

about January Z% 19761 by falaaly all agin& in effect that Plaintiff bad 
* . 

■urdarad JtUC Jr. and, robbed a loan coapany In London, Bagland. 

36. That tha falsa allegations In reference to Adolph Hltlsr (p. 23 aald 

article) van nuppUad to defendant .McMil Han by Defendant, Frcilt, an st-» 

ldanead by statements wad* diractly to plaintiff by Plaintiff's fornar 
a 

'Attorney (who was interviewed extensively by dafandant, frank) Robort Sill, * 

of th# Chattanooga Tennessee bar* 

• :• ’’4 

52* That dafandant Hula has a history, for coaosrdal raauona, of 

contentiousness vlth said. Gov* Wallace. 
b 

M* Shat dafandant frank haa a hlatory of dafanding Zioniaa avan than 

It Includes surdar, ag, aaa Frank's noval, publlshar In 1963, tltlad 

"THE DEED", and If allsgatlona in count 2-f above art substantiated In 

court proceeding Mr. {Tank's intrusion Into a«ld cr. lndlctoent as a 

Govarnoant advocate la readily explicable. 

39. That an article in tha BXLALIAH HEWS published March 12, 1976, page 13, 
\ _ 

f p waul tteat a paragraph, report ad KZ3C Jr* was shifting hi a political alii- 

attCaieeTDr. King was shifting hla political allinacas and civil rights 
• a 

• * 

* approach. To support this view observers point to Dr. King'* views on 

the Viet Han war and hla growing support of tha labor aoveaant. Dr. King 

was also coning under the Influence of the Teaching of the Honorable 

m* -    «*tr l.k —— — J ■ * 
fiaavv CeLXjua rmintnfttte • • — * 

■4 

40* teat Plaintiff filed a llbal suit in tba United States Ida. Ct. for 

tk# V»D« of Tennessee titled. Pay ?• Frank, Civil Action no* C-73^126, 

against berate defendant* prank* te 1973$ and bad process served upon 

kin through bis publisher* Doubleday eoapany# Mr* Frank ran subsequently 
9 
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relaived hf the Court aa a defendant la sold suit by falsaly allaying 

X l*i, *36—6. p. 1) a# process deficiency} Mr frank*a la affect falsely 

. alleged that ba *. Doubleday Company's affiliation was foraal 4 transitory. 

M-. that the raeord rill confirm that got one of tha Ralatlffa accusers 

la tha coBBualeatloa Industry have im offarad live testimony la a court 

of law but oa tha contrary, thay baaa utlUaad auaaroua rusao to avoid 

procaaa and tha subpoena whlla tha record dll addanca Plaintiff has aot 
w 

only |lT«a llva taatlaony (la tha aforaaantlonad avldantlary hearing) but 

prior to tha plea la said cr. In dicta ant vaa la contention dth his cr. 

counsel la their Insistence—In collusion dth defendant, Hulo—that plaint* 

Iff not ha a defense witness therein. 

Moreover, nothing of substance indicates that tha legal systaa- 

iaflnandal publishing eoapanlaa cosblna are not acting la concert to assu¬ 

re that their shall acvtr ba a (jury) trial for Plaintiff, crininal or 
\ • 

civil, that's ralatad to said indictment...apparently because It would aot 
V • 

be s "show trial",1.a., the Gowernnent could not sustain It's heretofore 

aedia ease. * j‘ ; • 
V • 

dad it would appear that a cr. defendant dthout the econoele 

or political influence to effectively contest the above dtnatlon Is aot 

only subject to ths denial of das proesss but can also expect his faally 

aeabers to be jelled and fTsssd for crlcl a si offences while the sane pub¬ 

lishing Industries, eg, defendant, TIKE, conplsln self-righteously about 

some distant country's corietloas or legal syetea. 

$ 
J, Further, .It seea's that, by chancd, tha saaa aedia-political 

combine that eoalescad la tha Vatergata lawastigatlon-prosecutlon and 

daaaadad full dlsciosure-are out'of the saae sack as thoes who prosecuted 

plaintiff under said cr. iadlctaant and who are aov opposed to dlgslssurea. 

IS SCMMaJ?Tj the shows mentioned Percy foreman has heretofore, 
- • 

sines he 4 ths Government maneuvered Plaintiff into said lndlctaant plaa, 

bean giving a running conaantary In ths asdis oa how he (Foreasa) aceoa- 

pllahed the feat. Sow he published analogously ths epilogue to ths 

feat in tha STAS aagacLue wherein he pronounces! 
• -190- 



"...with tii publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to 

reverse because it would bring down s beep of crltieiaa froa 

tbs public who are sot feniliar with the rule and regulation 

of lew...to find a Judge or s group of Judges with ebougbt 

courage would ob experience, be unexpected". See, EX—W. 

« • 

42* that the defendants, TIKE lac., George MeMilliaa, W. Henry Halle, 

Willies Bratford Hule, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the violation 
* 

aa follows! ; 

(a) of libeling plaintiff In said TIME artlcla with nail clow Intent. 

45. That the defendants, TIME Inc., Georgs HcKilllan, v. 'Henry Haile, 

are guilty of the violation as follows: 

(s) of acting In collusion, by tbs nature of said article and It's 

publishing date, to Influence the U.3. 6th circuit court of appeals In, 

Bay V. Boss, Ho. 75-1543* adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructing 

justice and violating plaintiff's civil rights. 

. t 

44--That defendant, HcKllllaa,is in addition guilty of the violation 

aa follows! * — 
* * ' I * * * 

(s) of reeevlng 4 publishing salldoua narerlal froa defendants, 

Buie 4 Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said 

Material thus coapoundlng MeMllUan's libel. 

45* That defendant, Hule, la la addition guilty of tha violation as follows: 

* (a) of libeling with Malicious Intenp by falsely charging oa s 

CBS-TV special dated January 2* 1976. and hosted by Dan Bather, that *laint- 

lff had in affect surdered, Bev. Martin Luther Xing Jr., and, robbed s 

loan coapany In, London, England. 

that difondaat, Kalla, la guilty of tha additional vlolatloura* follors: 
% 

m 

(s) Of violating Plaintiff's civil rights' with ealldous Intent 

by siding 4 abetting defendant, KcMilllan, in his (weallllan's) publishing 

said artlcla, through furnishing KcMilllan Inforaatlon froa tha fllss of 

tha Tennessee Attorney General's of flea walls he (Belle) was asst. Att. Gen. 

. * • 

(b) of having direct knowledge resulting fron hi a tenure In the 

Tennessee A.O. office and his association with the aforasentioned, Parcy 

Foreman 4 Wllllaa L. Barry, of tha truthfulness of allegation nada In count-3 

herein above, thus violating Plaintiff's dvll rights. 



A?. That defendants, Judfa McRae t Brenda ?#llieciotti, era guilty of 

the clTil rights violation aa follows: 

• 

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portion* of Plaintiff's 

traaaerlpt froa an appellate court, refered to la count-11* b above, and 

than contributed substantially to that court—0.5. 6th circuit court of 

appeal*— austaining Judge McRae*e earlier ruling therein against Plaintiff, 

• « * 

46. That defendant. Judge McRae, la In addition guilty of the civil rlght'i 

violation as follows: 

(a) of refusing to act on a notion to take perpetuating testi- 

BOny froa defendant, Buie, In the aforeaentioned evidentiary hearing, re¬ 

fered to in count-14 c above, 

49» Slat the Plaintiff la entitled to exenplary dosages because defendants, 

excluding Judge McRae & Pelllcciottl, should be taught that the culpabil¬ 

ity of defendants in cr. lndlctaents ware intended under the United States 

constitution to be decided in courts of lav rather than through fraudulent 

almrepreeentatlons in the coaserdel eoanunlcations industry; and the othe: 

two defendants that legal requirenents precede political considerations 

or biasness against a particular litigant. 

50 • That a a a result of the defendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff 

has not only bean llgeled In a naUgant fashion but thoas who have the 

responsibility of upholding litigants constitutional rights have by their 

eolluslve acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands Judgment froa defendants, ex- 

* eluding Judge McRae, punitive dacages of Five hundred thousand dollars 

respectively. 
* 

«* • . 

Janes £. Ray 

Station—A 



• • sum *M . Said nonius boing #scnt 

Y '\ v by mail to James Earl Ray, with aliases, from 0A/?J. /*/&•*£& 

V■;“V- resides at toas/*h'&aa jus- L 3 * ^ *.* . 
• ' * ' ■ / . « 

— Tho above sun was received in tho fora of 

..v".■ •*' V%—\ • C# yT/)^s ** • . 
♦ *,... : \*i cash.VchcclK money ordor'. V *•' *> *• W| ,• 

»* l*.~ 

! V.’ V; • :v vyf; fqi^l^-^propriatc) • *«/;r N. «* JSjfcj **' 
» • * m ,i ^ ( ,# i... • *f • ✓.» la *. • ' ffl *1,' * *' / ' , 
f . . — , » ' . * . *, it ■'I* I* ... • 
j . / *’ * '* * * - > - , * *' %|/‘| ♦ ’ • •* ’* * ' ♦ . .. * •** 
! *. •**•. * * .* * .• • • \ • . • • • M •, • \ . • * i * 

tf ••*.;• • . • •*. • ' • \ . 
v —__' v.. > > • • . “ ‘V * • , 
••V< *'• V •• * • .* , • • 

%■■*■• • ;• '•• • 

Y-lrYh'•'•* • •' '•*' 'QpiiAt„.L&1:.V-- 

money ordor'. 

t\ ♦ * v.. ’ ’** 
* «• ».• i i ^ • • ’ • * * * - • 

• •'I, i ^ 
il . . 

m *>r»* 

• . PtrjFMn.LM.r-. 
• JJflV- * Kiincs-y-^iisacju. 

* * •* BY: f.iX**   f&»— 

; 1 * 1 * r. •* •• . * e, 
, j* " ? V.•;••..* »aaes Earl Ray, County Jail . '* 

• • V. • ■. *»*.*« .* *.■•'* ‘ " ** ■*. • , .- ' 
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EXHIBIT 16 



State of Tennessee 
BUT OOCNTT 

I, J. A. BLACKWELL, Cbrk of tbo Criminal Court* of aaid Coanty, do kartby om-tify that tht fo*o> 

jnhn _ *»r* oooUia a foil, few aod parfact copy of tbs 

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND MPUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF flUILTY AND 

ORDER Aim PRIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF QJILTY AND_ 

VOIR DIRE OF EEFETOft.Vr ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF Jf»ES EARL RAY - BOOST fRKVER B-1664S 

es the sum* appears of record now oaflltbmj office 

# fe TnHiwmy Whereof I kv« hereunto Ml my hand and affixed the atal 

of aaid Court, at offica, in tba City of Memphis. 

me 16 «*-y -* mtt-_v>76 

-Clark 

-D. C 

State of Tennessee \ m the criminal court of shelby county, tenn. 
bust oouimr j Mamphli, Tana-A1XL 16.1976_ IQ_ 

t. WILLIAM Ho MUJafi-- sole and preaiding Judge of the Criminal Court of aaid 

Comity Division-,3, . _ _ certify that J. A. BLACXWELL. who cava tka foregoing certificate, Sa now, and 

waa at the time of signing tka aam*. Clerk of said Court, aad that said Court ia a Court of Record, aod that 

Me attestation la in doe form, aad his official acta, aa each, ara antitlad to full faith aad mdst. 

i my hand, thia *6 day of_---1&2&- of--p 

-Judge. 

State of Tennessee \ 
BUT OOCNTT / 

1, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clark of tka Criminal Court* of aaid County, certify that HON. 

—KILL!AM H> .- . .„ whoa* genuine official signature appears to tka above 

and hereto annexed Certificate, la aad waa at tka time of tka tame, tola and presiding Judge of tka 

Criminal Court DH^oqJL—. In and for tka County aad State aforesaid, duly commissioned and quali* 

Bad, and that aO his official acta, aa sack, are entiled to full faith and audit. 

ii Tastknouy Whereof I have hereunto set my hand aad affixed the seal 

of aaid Court, at office, fe the City of Memphis. 

. ■ . tUa_l£_d«r d_AUL_19.76-. 

a £Urk. 

D. C 



lx tal c«i:c5.a cgwt c? SuE-ar ccut.tt, tcczszzz 
flivisioa ttt 

STATE OF TESSESSEE 

n. 

JAMES EARL RAY 
dESsoaSx 

*0. 1A&45 

* ' IRITZOV FOR WAIVER OF TRI/X AND REQUEST FOX 
ACCEPTANCE OF PTXA OF CUim 

% 
* 

{ That ay true full name Is .TAMES EARL RAY_ an* I assert thot 
all proceedings cgalnst me should be hod In the name which X hereby declare to be cy 
true none. 

e * 
Hr *itorn«y iw cause ia PERCY FOREMAN , who vac it- 

looted and retained by oe,/vho vat appointed by the Court akxjj'xxcqwost9 to represent 
m in tbit cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr. 9 Public Defender, 

* ^ , I have recalved e copy of the Indlctcent before being called upon to plead, 
and Z have read and discussed it with ay attorney, and believa and feel that 1 under- 
stand tha accusation made against at In this case and in each case listed herein. I 
hereby valve the formal reading of the lndlc taent. 

i • I have told ay attorney the facta end surrounding circumstances as known 
* to m concerning the natters mentioned In the lndlctnents, and believe and feel that 

ay attorney la rally informed ei to all such matters. Hy attorney has informed ns 
I et to the nature and cause of each accusation against ae, and as to any and all 
\ . possible defenses I might have in this cause. 

, . Kf attorney hat advised me as to the punishment provided by lav for the 
j ’ effensea charged and embraced in the indictment against me. attorney has further 
*- advised that punishment which the lsv provides for the crime with which Z am charged 

la the indictment la aa followst 
. ■ 

*-• d»«»h hv electrocutIon or confinement in the State Penitentiary for_ 

r -Ilf* ot for some period of lime over twenty (20) years_ 

•ad if accepted by the Court cad JUry ay sentence on a plcc of guilty vill be: 

[v rnnftnenmt in the State Penitentiary for ninety-nine years C99)._ 

1 • It bat been fully explained to ae and I understand that X nay, if X to choose, 
' >le«4 'ROt Guilty" to any offense charged against ae, and that If X choose to plead "h'ot 

‘ Guilty" the Constitution guarantees and this Court will provide bc the right to a sjscdv 
l. *nd publie trial by Jury; the right to see and htar ell witnesses against'me; the right’ 

to use the power and process of tha Court to conprll the production of any evidence, 
| Including the attendance of any witness, in ay favor; and the right to hsve the essla- 
i tauce of counsel In my defense at all stages of the proceedings. 

Xn the exercise of ny own free will and choice and without any threats or 
pressure of sny kind or promises of gtln or fsvor from any source whatsoever, and being 

oyer, of the action X am taking, I do hereby In open Court request the Court to 
v eseept cy plea of guilty to the charges outlined herein. X hereby waive any right I 

■ay or could, have to • Motion for e Xew Trial, ao&/o£ an appeal. 

jrVtrA+* 

ind/oc i 

i ’Defendant u 



IK THE CRSOKAL COURT 0? ZY+LSt CGUSTT, TE.TTXSSn 
DXV1SI53 III 

STATE OF TEK3C£$SE 

IhmtS 

.TAMP*; EAPI. PAY 

DEFZKDAUT 

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER 07 TRIAL ASO MX&HliG 
USA OF GUILT? 

IMs cause ease on for hscring before the Jfoaorcble W. 

PttESTQK BATTLE_. Judge of Division III . of the 

Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, on the petition of the 

defendant, JAMES EARL RAY fbr Yslver of trial by Jury end 

._~^_a. A o.1.. mK aa.«1*u ..Id ..klkl.. V.I.. .Si ..V. 
S^USSb s Vi •bVCJfbSdWS WS * yiie We SSAM yVVAOAWU V«AU§ «bb«VW 

hereto end incorporated by reference herein; upon statesents made In 
the District Attorney General 

open Court by the defendsnt herein; his attorneys of record; Ah* Assistant 

Attorneys General representing tha State of Tennessee; and fros questioning 

by the Court of defendant and tala counsel In open Court; and 

IS APPEARIES TO THE COURT after careful consideration that the 

defendsnt hersin has been fully advised and understands hie right to e 

trial by Jury on the merits of the indictment against Mm, and that the 

defendsnt herein does not elect to have s Jury determine his guilt or 

innocence under s plea of Bot Guilty; end has volved the formal rending 

Of the Indictment, ABD: 

IT FURTHER AFFSASISS TO JH3 COURT that the defendant intelligently 

and underatendingly wolves bis right to a trial and of Ms ova free will and 

ehoiee and without any threats or pressure of any hind or promises, other 

that tha reepecendetion of the fit*to as to punlsh.'sent: and does desire to 

enter s plea of guilty and accept the rccoaaendotlon of the State as to 

punlshaent, valvca his right to a fotioo for a Rev Trial apd/or an appeal* 

IT 13 xiiTHirCRE| ORDERS), ADJUDGED AKD DECREED that the petition 

filed herein he and tha tuzjc la hereby granted* 

Inter this the 1Cday of M«yr>i 

e 

JUDGE 

-1 Qfi- 
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JUDGE "James Ctrl Ray, stand.** 

JUDGE **Hava your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do 

you understand them?" * - 

DEFENDANT •’Yes’* 

JUDGE "Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jury on the 

charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, the punish¬ 

ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging fron Death by 

Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of 

proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be¬ 

yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de- 

cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and 

punishment? 

In the event of a Jury verdict against you, you would 

have the right to file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to 

the trial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against 

you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right 

to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap¬ 

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe¬ 

tition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Do you understand that you have all these rights?** 

DEFENDANT **Yes** 

JUDGE "You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the First 

Dogree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising 

and settling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine 

years in the State Penitentiary. Is this what you want to 

do?** 

DEFENDANT "Yes'* 

JUDGE "Do you understand that you are waiving, which means "giving 

up**, a formal trial by your Plea of Guilty although the laws 

of this State require the prosecution to present certain evi< 

dence to a jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murder In 

the First Degree? 

f.A- 
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Pim 2 
Voir Dir* of D«f«nd«nt on Valvar and Order 

By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights 

to (1) Motion foT a New Trial; (2) Successive Appeals to 

the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals and the Supreme 

Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition for Review by the Supreme 

Court of the United States. 

By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and 

waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions 

and Petitions in which the Court has heretofore ruled against 

you in whole or in part, among then being: 

* 1. Motion to withdraw plea and quash indictment 

UaO f Mvt 
nwkavu ww v ovauuuw 

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras from Jail. ^ 

4. Motion for private consultation with attorney 

5. Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions 

6. Motion to permit conference with Hule 

7. Motion to permit photographs 

8. Motion to designate court reporters 

9. Motion to stipulate testimony 

10. Suggestion of proper name" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" 

JUDGE "Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in 

the penitentiary been promised to you to get you to plead 

guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?" 

DEFENDANT "No" 

JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by anyone in any way been 

used on you to get you to plead guilty?" 

DEFENDANT ’’No" 

H A —_ -1 »f   1 a a.. \t .1 -« 1 _ ml   _* . 
vvuuw /wu |UUI/ iw >'iuiuti aaj tne rim ucgrcc in 

this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of 

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to 

you by your lawyers?" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" p _ 

A t I \ 
t 
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Fas* 3 
Vofr Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Ordar 

JUDCE "I* this Pica of Guilty to Murder in the First Degree with 

•greed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State Peni¬ 

tentiary » freely, voluntarily and understanding^ made and 

entered by you?" 

DEFENDANT "Yes'* 

JUDGE *Tt r>i?« PIs n f r»ie 1 fvr *«« wmiF me Ft tkm A C «»a<i« '''*** */ v,i r-* fc / w-a 

free will, made with your full knowledge and understanding 

of its meaning and consequences?" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" 

JUDGE "You may be seated." 

<^JL U~ 
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